May 7, 1980 


Mr. Eric P. Newman 
400 Washington Avenue 
St. Louis, MO 63102 

Dear Eric: 

I have mislaid your address and suspect that the one above 
is of the store. At any rate the book did arrive in good order 
and I appreciate it very much. I had no idea that there was so 
much added from the first edition, which I had purchased quite 
some time back. 

In order to give you some idea as to what I have I will lay it 
out in outline form. On November 19, 1791, Samuel Meredith accounted 
for the destruction of 5 boxes of bills from Connecticut Treasurer 
John Lawrence, printed under the act of March, 1780. There were 
10,750 sheets, each sheet containing 16 bills. There were two each 
of the following values: $20, 8, 7, 5, 4, 3, 2, and 1. In all there 
were 172,000 notes worth $1,075,000. There was an added note to 
the effect that another 12 quires had been received worth $30,000 
(300 additional sheets). Since the account on tape recorder is not 
precisely clear at a couple of points, I have ordered the appropriate 
reel of microfilm from the archives, but it will take several weeks 
before it is here. 

Another record found concerned the destruction of Continental 
Currency. There were 10,832 notes worth $163,042 destroyed in late 
1791 for one accounting by Michael Hillegas. The numbers by denom¬ 
inations (from $2 to $40) are detailed. I thought that this minor 
note might be included in the article just in case it might be of 
some use to someone in the future. 

In case you happen to own any of the Gobrecht dollars of 1836 
to 1839 there will be an article by me in this month’s The Numismatist 
which I think you will find of interest. 


Sincerely 



R.W. Julian 





ERIC P. NEWMAN NUMISMATIC EDUCATION SOCIETY 


6450 Cecil Avenue, St. Louis, Missouri 63105 


December 11, 1980 


Mr. Robert W. Julian 



Dear Bob: 


Just a quick note to tell you that X am glad to be of help 
with respect to your article. I would like to change the title to 
’'Unknown'* Instead of "Unpublished". 

The one thing I do not want you to do is to publish the first 
paragraph on page 2. I will check the statutes further for you so that 
we might include that material. If you will read ray comment on the 
June 1, 1780 issue of Connecticut paper money you will see that this issue 
was to be exchanged for the guaranteed issue so the text of the Act would 
have a reference to the federal money. 


Sorry you had such a mess trying to help someone else. 
My kindest personal regards for the Holidays. 


/Sincerely, 

Eric P. Newman 


jah 




December 20, 1980 


Mr. Eric P. Newman 
6450 Cecil Avenue 
St. Louis, MO 63105 

Dear Eric: 

Your letter and the xeroxed material were received with 
thanks. It is clear that the article will have to be expanded 
in order to discuss this. In due time, perhaps,, a week or so, I 
will be sending a revised draft for your comments. 

The additional material seems rather straightforward, except 
that I do not yet see the connection between the February, 1781, 
act abrogating the legal tender status of issues made prior to 
January, 1780, and the delivery of the special notes later on in 
1781. In fact I thought that I might have made a copying error 
for the date so I looked it up again but there was no error. 

There seems to have been some kind of on-again off-again 
resolve in Connecticut about issuing these special notes. I 
would tend to think that the state authorities, in view of the 
June and July, 1780, special issues, might have asked the Contin¬ 
ental authorities to deliver their allotment of March 18, 1780, 
notes last or conversely, this might have been asked of the state 
officials. At any rate I will wish to study the material for some 
time before coming to any tentative conclusions. 

The title can be changed with no problem as I had considered 
using "Unknowri" instead of ’’Unpublished". Neither word conveys 
exactly what I had in mind as both have connotations not desired. 

On the other hand, the alternate titles considered were all much 
worse. 

I might mention that I had carefully read your commentary on 
the June, 1780, issue of paper money but had thought there might 
be some confusion, considering the late Hate of the special currency 
being delivered. The mere fact of it being printed seemed to throw 
the whole matter into question since I did not at first think there 
was any point of two (or three) issues of paper currency for the same 
general end. 

With best wishes for the Season, I remain 


Sincerely 



R.W. Julian 




December 23, 1980 


Mr. Eric P. Newman 
6450 Cecil Avenue 
St. Louis, MO 63105 

Dear Eric: 

The enclosed xeroxes will show that I was able to get to the 
draft quicker than anticipated. There were some other changes in 
the first four pages so I send new copies of them also. 

After reading over the materially carefully I came to the con¬ 
clusion, as stated in the article, that the special currency was 
sent to Connecticut in 1781 in an effort to revive the whole scheme 
of sinking the currency. It is also my opinion that the law passed 
in April, 1780, was sufficient authority for the Governor to begin 
operations on his own. It will no doubt require a close investiga¬ 
tion into the surviving colonial records of Connecticut to find out 
just why the proposed issue was aborted. As a guess I would assume 
that public opinion was against the issuance of any kind of unbacked 
currency, or money that was perceived to be. 

When I get some time I will look into some of the Confederation 
fiscal records that have been microfilmed by the archives and simply 
search for any numismatic material worth printing. Sometimes and 
item that seems of no value may prove interesting to another. 

Looking forward to hearing from you, I remain 


Sincerely 



R.W. Julian 
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Western Publishing Company, 1976. 
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AN UNPUBLISHED CONNECTICUT PAPER MONEY ISSUE OF 1781 

by R. W. Julian * 

CofjTitJeA/r^L_ 

During the American War for Independence the^Congress and the 
individual states financed their operations with an ever-increasing 
flood of paper currency. By the end of the 1770’s the weltknown 
phrase, ’Not Worth a Continental’, had begun to echo throughout the 
land. By early in 1780 the value in specie of the Continental 
Currency had sunk to one-fortieth of its face value and large 
quantities of paper money were required for everyday transactions. 
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At length, in early 1780, Congress - 


faced up to the un- 


pleasant task of removing much of this paper from circulation in order 

A 


that the extreme depreciation of its currency be tempered. 

e Ati 1 a complex law, which is well 
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of their deliberations was - 
summarized in the superb history and catalogue of early American ^ ^ 
paper currency, The Early Paper Money of America , by Eric P. NewmanTggi 
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It has generally been knovUfor some years that several of the 
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states^'did issue such currency under the March 18 act while others 
apparently did not. One of the latter was Connecticut, which, being 
partly occupied by British troops, was in a poor position to implement 
the law. A recent discovery in the National Archives, however, has 
changed this one footnote to history. 

All of the issues authorized by the sundry states under the Act 
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of the Congress dated March 18 were printed by Hall srai Sellers, the 
well-known printers of Philadelphia. It was the successor firm to that 
of Franklin and Hall, the former being none other than Benjamin Franklin. 

To save expense, new reverse cuts were not made for this 

issue, but rather, as pointed out by Newman, the old cuts from the 
January 14, 1779, Continental Currency issue were reused. The face 
side (obverse) was essentially type-set with ornamental borders. The 
illustrations with this article show very nicely the forms employed by 





various states. About the only ditLerence between the issues of each^/^ 
state that cooperated in the program was the name of the state and the 
dates of the enabling acts passing by the appropriate state legislature^ 
Such state material appeared only on the face plate with the reverse, 
for a given denomination, being the same for each state issue. 

The author does not have the dates of the Connecticut enabling acts 
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but they certainly tmirc. passed since it is now known that the currency 
was printed and sent to state authorities. 

Hall & Sellers forwarded the first batch of currency in early Marcl 

178^ to John Lawrence, then the Continental Loan officer for Connecticul 

Some $488,500 worth was forwarded in '4WE sheets, each full sheet 

containing $100 worth of notes. The denominations on each half sheet 

were the $1, $2, $3, $4, $5, $7, $8, and $20 notes. The values were 

deliberately arranged so that each half sheet came to $50 and thus the 

accounting for the shipments was made mathematically simple. . 
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On May 25 another ^ sheets were/sent by the Hall & Sellers^under 
the official seal of the Board of Treasury in Philadelphia; the same 

, . 300 

i-evl. procedure was followed each time. These sheets amounted to $30,000. 
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Fpr some reason this was filed in a different location from 

the first shipment and its existence forgotten by state authorities 
until a later time. 

The last shipment arrived in Connecticut hands on May 28, 1781, 
when jflflBST sheets, worth $586,500,-hms received. These too were for¬ 
warded officially by the Board of Treasury. However, the shipment 
received on May 25 involved Oliver Ellsworth from the Board while that 
of May 28 had the name of Michael Hillegas, the Continental Treasua*rer, 
attached. There is probably no significance to the differs** names 
appearing with the different shipments, it being merely a matter of 
convenience as to who signed the shipments out at Philadelphia. Hall 
& Sellers presumably took care of the actual shipping details. 

Precisely why this currency was never issued to the public is not 
known at present but plans were^underway for this action when the paper 



money was received in Connecticut. . ne normal practice was for the 
back to be signed by an official of the national government while the 

-foft C-CR-rA//-) 

face had two state signatures. It is known^that $20,000 worth of the 
partly 

Connecticut paper was/signed, presumably on the reverse side by the 
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Continental authorities in that state. The signing^stopped when it 
was found that the state was not going to issue the currency. The 
>20,000 so signed would have amounted to only 200 sheets (3200 notes) 
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in all out of the 11,030 sheets sent. 

After the Connecticut authorities decided not to issue the special 

currency, it was simply held by the state treasurer until such time as 

disposition was to be made of it. This would not come until after 
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the new federal government -isr 1789. 

Details are lacking at present, but there was apparently some 

kind of financial inducement for Connecticut to return the unused 

currency sheets. It may have been in connection with the settling of 


the debt to the central authorities by the states arising out of ^taxes 
due during the Revolutionary War or, conversely, Connecticut might have 
received some kind of credit with the new federal government by returnin 
this currency. An investigation into the early laws wiAT provide the 
answer to this minor riddle. 

At any rate 10,750 sheets of this issue were sent to the federal 

authorities in Philadelphia by John Lawrence, now the Treasurer of 
May 25, 1790. 

Connecticut, on The sheets, valued at $1,075,000, 

were forwarded under the seal of William Imlay, the federal, commissioner 
of loans and were received by United States Treasurer Samuel Meredith. 
Oddly enough, they were not receipted for by Meredith until November 
19 of the following year (1791). Communications were not that slow 
even in 1790 so there may have been a delay in deciding just how they 
were to be handled and which department of the new government had 
responsibility. Once received, however, they were simply stored in 


trunks awaiting proper disposition. 


In early 1795 the Connecticut authorities discovered pother (i 
300 sheets of currency (valued at $30,000) and **«=*«_ duly forwarded 
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to Philadelphia, being received there on February 21, 1795. At least 
this time it was known where to send the money. 

Auditors in the Treasury Department now counted the money officially 
(although no doubt the earlier shipment had been counted when received) 
so that Connecticut would received due credit. The total was found 
to be $1,075,000 in 10750 full sheets. Some of these, however, 
had already been cut up for use, probably when part of them had been 
signed in the spring of 1781. Once counted and certified^the notes 
were destroyed^ o/ ^ (he. f)A&ro/z 'a fA hjt^ 7 , 

On March 3, 1795, the auditors formally certified the account to 
the Treasury and it was registered. 

None of these Connecticut notes is known to exist today, ir nri it=i« 



rif .s U iuymd No document was found 


showing the number actually printed but the Connecticut officials did 


send a'^tmta* in 1790 showing the number received in that state. All of 
have been »^ *** Hi*, 

these^seem to kz returned^ However, it strains the imagination to 
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believe that the Continental^authorities^did not keep samples of the 
issues sent to Connecticut for purposes of record-keeping and counterfeit 
detection if the issued circulated. These last samples would not have 
been automatically destroyed and may yet turn up in some obscure 
collection from the Philadelphia area. 
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Newman, Eric P. The Early Paper Money of America , second edition, 
Western Publishing Company, 1976. 

The National Archives. Record Group 217. Account No. 4214 of March 
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Microcopy M235, roll 12. 
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During the American War for Independence the A Congress and the 
individual states financed their operations with an ever-increasing 
flood of paper currency. By the end of the 1770’s the wellknown 
phrase, ’Not Worth a Continental’, had begun to echo throughout the 
land. By early in 1780 the value in specie of the Continental 
Currency had sunk to one-fortieth of its face value and large 
quantities of oaper money were required for everyday transactions. 
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that the extreme depreciation of its currency be tempered. The result 
of their deliberations was -an exhr^m^ly complex law, which is well 
summarized in the superb history and catalogue, ^ 

The Early Paper Money of America , by Eric P. Newman 

_Co py _t he _two paragraphs from_Newman ^page 14 

It has generally been^knovnfor soiree years tha^ severalyaf the 
tates' 

apparently^ di^ not.\j0ne o£\the 1^6t^r was Cophec^icut/ whic^, b^ing 


pch cipKrency. under/the March N 


act whi)^ others 
icut ^ 

oca^^ied by/3rltish tr^o^s, was \n s/poor position to implement 
th<Alaw^ A repght disc^very/ii\the Natiy^al Archives^however, has 
changed this /6n& footnote /.o hist\ry. 

All of the issues authorized by the sundry states under the Act 

& 

of the Congress dated March 18 were printed by Hall xxd Sellers, the 
well-known printers of Philadelphia. It was the successor firm to that 
of Franklin and Hall, the former being none other than Benjamin Franklin. 

To save expense, new reverse cuts were not KHgxHxed made for this 
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January 14, 1779, Continental Currency issue were reused. The face 
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various states. About the only difference between the issues of each^ 
state that cooperated in the program was the name of the state and the ^ 
dates of the enabling acts passing by the appropriate state legislature^ 
such state material appeared only on the face plate with the reverse, 
for a given denomination, being the same for each state issue. 
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containing $100 worth of notes. The denominations on each half sheet 
were the $1, $2, $3, $4, $5, V, $8, and $20 notes. The values were 
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known at present but plans werefunderway for this action when the paper 



money was received in Connecticut. The normal practice was for the 
back to be signed by an official of the national government while the 

"Top. cLcrt-rftiP 

face bad two state signatures. It is known J:hat $20,000 worth of the 
partly . . , . 

Connecticut paper was/signed, presumably on the^reverse side by the 

Continental authorities in that state. The signing^topped when it 

was found that the state was not going to issue the currency. The 

$20,000 so signed wotild have amounted to only 200 sheets (3200 notes) 

Jn all out of the 11,050^sheets sent. 

After the G onnoctict rt -aut hor i t- s decided not to issue the special 

currency, it was simply held by the state treasurer until such time as 

disposition was to be made of it. This would not come until after 

uoeerr ,oro crtR-Ar'OAJ r/fe: i-Arre.% Mkt of 

the new federal government 4&r 1789. 

DetaiLa-a re T ' ac kirng J 'at'~pre^^t-rH?ni: There was apparently some 
kind of financial inducement for Connecticut to return the unused 
currency sheets. It may have been in connection with the settling of 

■fA 

the debt to the central authorities by the states arising out of ^taxes 
due during the Revolutionary War or, conversely, Connecticut might have 
received some kind of credit with the new federal government by returning 
this currency. 

At any rate 10,750 sheets of this issue were sent to the federal 

authorities in Philadelphia by John Lawrence, now the Treasurer of 
May 25, 1790. 

Connecticut, on The sheets, valued at $1,075,000, 

were forwarded under the seal of William Imlay, the federal commissioner 
Lcav & 

of -Lyan-s and were received by United States Treasurer Samuel Meredith. 
Oddly enough, they were not receipted for by Meredith until November 
19 of the following year (1791). 

even^irrL^L79<)^6€r'^^ justTiew^they^ 

ere^fco beNjiandl^d^nds^whisb^d^paiim^t ojE 

received, however, they were simply stored in 


trunks awaiting proper disposition. 






In early 1795 the 
300 sheets of currency 
to Philadelphia, being 


CP 


Connecticut authorities discovered another 
-rness * 

(valued at $30,000) and &*£#=»**- duly forwarded 

received there on February 21, 1795. 


Auditors in the Treasury Department now counted the money officially 
(although no doubt the earlier shipment had been counted when received) 
so that Connecticut would receive^ due credit. The total was found 
to be $1,075,000 in 10/50 fife: full sheets. Some of these, however, 
had already been cut up for use, probably when part of them had been 
signed in the spring of 1781. Once counted and certified, the notes 

were destroyed* oy ^ '**'«*'* **"**!?•"• 

On March 3, 1795, the auditors formally certified the account to 


the Treasury and it was registered. asxtexx42te 

None of these Connecticut notes is known to exist today, a=ri=ste£s 
feEfceSsy fetes iwesr No document was found 

showing the number actually printed but the Connecticut officials did 

send atfcsbleTn^rwTshowing the number received in that state. All of 
I X have been /Tf ' r ' 

tbeslTse'Sn to te returned* However, it strains the imagination to 
N TfetAsiter iv 7*' , . _ .. 

believe that the Continental^authorities^did not keep samples of the 

issues sent to Connecticut for purposes of record-keeping and counterfeit 

detection if the issue# circulated. These last samples would not have 


been automatically destroyed and may yet turn up in some obscure 
collection from the Philadelphia area. 


D 


Sources^ 

Eric P.Newman, who^d the manuscript^-^^ 4 l 

Newman, Eric P. The Early Paper Mo ney of America, second edition, 
Western Publishing Company, 1976. 

The National Archives. Record Group 317. Account No. 4214 of March 
3 1795. Microcopy M235, roll 12. 
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Section A (replacing IP beginning ’It has generally..’ on page 1) 

It has generally been known for some years that several of 
the states did have such currency printed under the March 18 act 
while others did not. Connecticut was the only northern state 
(of the original thirteen) not to issue such currency while Virginia 
and Maryland were the only Southern states to issue it. Whether or 
not this special currency was issued depended upon a number of factors, 
including the amount of Continental Currency in circulation, occupation 
by British troops, liability to raids by Loyalists irregulars, etc. 

A recent discovery in the National Archives, however, has changed 
this one footnote to history; such currency was indeed printed for 
Connecticut but never issued. 


Section B (replacing BP beginning ’The author does not have...’ on page 2) 

In a session of the Connecticut General Assembly that began on 

April 13, 1780, Governor Jonathan Trumbull transmitted to the Assembly 

the Congressional Act of March 18. The Assembly approved 'k^ Connecticut ’ 

t 

participation in the fiscal scheme ; tfhe amount of such bills to be 
issued by the state was based on the monthly allotment of taxes due 
to the central government. 

program*. 

During the May sessionoof the Assembly it was decided to print 

special paper currency in lieu of the March 18 bills decreed by the 

U}/7 ££" ,, 

Continental Congress because the latter not yet prepared”. Under 

this act it was ordered to print100,000 -poun d s (= $333,333.)to 
replace ”a like sum” in conformity with the Act of March 18. These 
were duly printed with an issue date of July 1, 1780. 

In the same session, and only a short time later, the Assembly 
decreed an additional^50,000 pounds (=$166,666.67) to be printed and 
issued under date of June 1, 1780. In the -w orjd l* of the Act, ’’Whereas 
the bills of public credit ordered to be emitted by this State 







conformable to the Act of Congress of the 18th of March last are not 

prepared, and as it will therefore be necessary that a sum in bills 

of public credit should be emitted in lieu of and to be considered 

as part of the sum ordered...” it was felt necessary that the total 

amount of these substitute bills be raised to 50,000 -pounds ( = 

$500,000). This was the equivalent of $20 million in the old currency 

at the exchange rate of 40 to 1 proclaimed by law. 

It should be mentioned that the Assembly, in an earlier law of 

January, 1780, had authorized 40,000 pounds of currency which was to 

be exchanged for the Continental Currency at the then current value 

of 30 to 1. The May Assembly action allowed the currency issued 

under the January a ct and dated March 1, 1780, to be exchanged for 

that authorized under the March 18 act. The January issue of 
tiWore.ticAu-y 

$133 f 333 .33 would have ^redeemed $4 million in Continental 
Currency The three laws, of January and 

May, thus allowiiPfor the redemption of $24 million in old money. 

The June and July-dated currency was duly issued by State author¬ 
ities and for the time being the matter was allowed to rest. The 
Continental Currency, virtually worthless by March, 1780, -did: cont¬ 
inue^ to decline to the point that it became superfluous. In February, 
1781, the final step was taken: ;feher legal tender - vahre e of Continental 
Currency within Connecticut was revoked. 

Despite the repudiation of this currency by Connecticut and other 

exchange 

states there did continue an active effort to rsste&sj it in some form 
that would partially redeem the honor of the Continental Treasury 

KI-SO fcRiUStiT |U r/lMpcNAC fcAf*? fc TtAt Itfil fi, 

In New York, for example, there was a special issue dated March 27, 
1781, which continued the unexpended portion of the 1780 act. 

Similar considerations were underway in Connecticut, a lthough 
-pr^e^iae^de trail s-tare^lac&cing'* Long after the issue of June and July 


<P 


of 1780 had been printed and circulated, the decision was made to 
continue the printing of the special notes authorized under the March 



18, 1780, act. The Assembly decision of 1780, would have been 

the necessary authorization and it wmld-fea vc required action 
by the Governor to put the plan into operation. 

Section G (insert for page 3) 

Had this currency been issued in its entirety the state would 

have EKK 5 C redeemed $44.2million worth of the old Continental 

firrsKey Currency. Someone must have assumed that this much was 

still around or the currency would not have been printed and forwarded 

to Connecticut. Since there was only $130 million in all of the 

states (deducting the $111 million turned in under the March 18 act) 

left of the $241 million printed bv the Continental authorities, it 
. Jif\r4ep- 

does seem like''a large amount to be in Connecticut alone. Perhaps 
authorities p j iv Trrng &d drawing currency from other states besides 


Connecticut. 










ACTS AND LAWS, 

Made and palled by the General Court 
or AHembly^f the Englijb Colony 
of Connecticut , in Acze_ England, in 
America, holden at Hartford, in faid 
Colony (by* fpecial Order of the 
Governor) on the fourteenth Day 
of June, Anno Dom. 177b. 


An Adt repealing an Adt of this Colony, intitled, 

Ain yltl to prevent Injuftice by the Bills of Credit 
of the neighbouring Colonies pafing in this Colony . 

TiyHEREAS the Continuation of Jaid Alt is attended vsiih Confequen- 

ca prejudicial to the Commerce of theft Colonies : ' Preamble, 



E it therefore matted by the Governor, Council, and Reprefen- 
tat rues, in General Court r.fjcmblcd, and by the Authority of 
the fame, 1 hat laid Ad be repealed, and the fame is 
hereby repealed and made void. 


.An Ad re* 
pealed. 


An Afl in Addition to a Law of this Colony, inti¬ 
tled, An ACt for refraining andpuntjhing Perfons 
■who are inimical to the Liberties of this and the 
ref of the United Colonies, and Jor directing 
rrcceedings therein. 

0 


If the Erev 1 fen made m faid Aft, relative to the Eptes 

of fuch Per Jons as are inimical to the Liberties cf this and the p * M ®ble. 
united Lolcmes, and absent them]elves cut cf this Colony , 1: limited to Real 
j ates only ; it hub is found uijufficiev.t to an racer all toe nccefjary 
Purpofes that ought to be provided ter by the L*w : 


B E it therefore enabled by she Governor, Council, and Reprc enu 
m G ^erai Court ajfembled, and by the Authority of the fame, 
wheniorvrr any Perlon or Pcrlons lhall be polfcihd cf a, % 
djarteh, or JjlecU, belonging to any Per ton or P<.no;:< 
N n ri 


itR'CG 
1 iut 

>0vk1s. 

ho 


i \ a vc 









T? -- - 11 /. .-' .IW, Jy Tbeti- R^fmUnvts TFT. T7TZ! 

'•*: ^ • . A .i •■ ■ i':'■ run bearing Date the fourth Dnyo 

|;iiv, ( me • i.: ...1 " ' v n Mu;k ec<: a nd Seventy-fix, for the A raj on s 

Anr.n wr, • d that tb' United Cavr-s cf North- 

Arnold * ••.: of R :< ht cup.: be / •. ^md independent States, and 
that dry • • Ived f.m all Aid gance io the Britilh Crown, and. 

fi-at ad p:..:lu. Cor.):. Hen letweHttbrnn and tie State cf G reat-Britam 
?i, and .bug*: tc O totally -diffi. !ved \ which Deed-ration ts approved ay 
this A for.: !y. l'>'io*t<e it is expedient , for the Security of this State, 
that an Oath^Fia iy be taken ly the Freemen and Officer* thereof 


LB 


fon 

ot 

my 

/ay 

fo: 

ball 

the 

tent 

not 


oi 


tike an G*th 
of Fidelity. 


K it Enabled by the Governor, Council, and Rein" ex:l.vcs in Cote- Members of 
) ral Court affiembled, and iy the Authority / the fame, 1 hat all 
me Members of the General Aflembly, and otiier Officers, Civil tlJu , tn 
and Military, and Freemen within this State ot Connecticut, fhall au, 
take the following Oath, viz. 

'-yOU A, 13. do foe car by the rcer living GOD, that you -mil truly and 
•* faithfully adhere to, and maintain the Government cf at aped in this 
Stax* under the Authority of the People , agree aide to tic Laves m horae 
mih-n the '..me v and that you believe in your Conference that the King 
t.f Great- Britain hath net, nor of Right ought to have a>.y Authority 
re Dominion in or over this Hate ; and that you do r.ot hc.d ycurfcJf 
bound tc meld any Allegiance or Obedience to him within the f ame ; and 
that sou will to the utmoft of your Power, maintain and defend the 
Independence 


Tue Form. 


if. 

I reed. 

Enema 


and Privity 
or traittrc.us Ccnfpirddes a 


of this State agaiujl 


open 


aiSever. So h p vou GOD. 


And no Perihn Thai! have Authority to ixeciP.e any cf the 
Offices atorelaid, Ttcr the Fir ft Day of January nev, t:;ri’ he hath 
t..!;en fa:d Oat!) •, and all Per Ions who hereafter (had be a;,panted 
to any of laid Office^ ihall take laid Oath before they enter 
on the F.xei ution of their Offices , and no Freeman within this 
Sta r e, fnall be allowed t > vote :n the lekdiort of any of the Officers 
of Government until lie hath taken the at ore laid Oath in the open 
Freemen’s Meeting in the Town where he dwells ; and the Names 
of all Freemen w ho take 1 id Oath, lhall be enrolled by the d own 
Clerk, in the Records of the Town ; which Oath lhall be ad- 
ininiftcrid by a Mag;Urate or Juftice of the Peace. 


Perfons di# - 
qualified 
from fervinj 
in any Ohkc 
until they 
have taker 
faid Oarh . 


An Aft for fupporting the Credit and Currency 
of the Bills of Credit emitted and made current 
bv the Congrefs of the United States of Ame- ■ 
riaiy and the Bills of public Credit of this 

State. 

JTJE it Enabled by the (Demynor, Council, and RcprcfenUlivn :r 
*[ ) (Several. Court affirm bled, and by the Authority cf tl\ .ame, That 
t!,r oi Credit emitted and made current by the Authority of 

the 









/>dC 


^ C T s A N j) L 


A IV S. 


^oimtcrrcitjng Bills, &t 


- • ‘ .'i l] c A;u;nb)y of this Star, , a;-I tick- enin-,} k v f . 

« li * - - ■ l , ,7> ^ ■-Ml be a ie b al render « Moru-v 'in ail 

f ■ . '* '-*u.s vs-itriii) i.i..s :,Sia,.c. * ’ 


' ~'l ! ?reasjc»:e evil mind A /V- 
Suur, t ' Ancr'cc A.; • 
r; ’> A /Aj 6’;;.; /cl / /. .-7.; 

^Vh.vli t.; i 
- further Enacted ’>■■■; the Aid 
i'b i th=s State lh.Jj at: -i/pr 


: 10 Ml 


., V, tarc lhaiJ a " ’”'P r to ii< , rveefe or U n*Vt 

• ! - 1!: ^ " Cred:, • by oll'erm^, •' AoA 

or”,.* '' (■ V ' ’ tv ' !i ' u C lor -S, ai.aii min ; lloll.i; " 

r ” , C ' nS ' ' ;,:>!a , or - s =Ivcr or Bullion than the nominal vshv 

^ ,iS'' JtCd in la l imputing a v . 

Ill,llal Dollar at .v.v U.J K p lawful Money and other !• 

Sum in arn oMa:d B.lk k ;; - t -. r;v jj ou c s \ , n H. .r f* ‘ 
modules whatfoev.-r, than .he ume roiihl hi- pddtaTedAAf/hi 
ante . erlon or l'erlon, in Gold or 8,Ivor Mo,,-v ; 0 r Vll )C v‘l 
iba.l Jell or oher to iell } Ioule, J and or anv L- ; n 1 f r r 
tor hard Money, and (hail reutie‘to .HI a’ddiJS! 
yl*/ y' l:d j* lh ’ cvcr y t’cftbn lb offending (hall fmett the f!u! 

2 1 ■:.u •« «■oiiahi mV.', $£ 

Ireaury or,h^State, if. the Com mon be be,ore the St^Hor 
/.,-:.Z ‘‘Adv IWllr .v, i.-befoce the Cour. tv Court or to 
CoJ thC •'' Vn .'^' rc th - Offiw* is committal :fth- 

,h°o UT ,Mf^ : ° rC p " r - ,l::lKC o' »l* Peace, and 

«.e ctl.tr J ..at to any l’erlon who Aall iue tor and t.rolecute the 
Ja.ne to eitect. And all mlornunt; Officers are lv- l-v 8-vctri p. 
,akeN0t,te " r ami I'^ntment of all Bread,! ' of this Ad. 

An Act in addition to an Act, cntitulcd, An A, i 
d/amlt crnintcrfeitirp Bills of public Cicdi:, 
<:oiip, or Currencies, and emitting and paidn ’ 






e 


i|ls3 


^ oth not to exceed Two /hillings and Njnpftnce per Yard, and fo in 
1 roportion according to its Quality : Rye fhali not exceed Four 
fallings per Hufhel •, Wheat ^Untr not to exceed Twenty fallings 
p< r Hundred, Grofs Weight": Mobiles not to exceed Four Jh tilings 
am fix-pence per Gallon per Hogfhead, and Five fallings and Three- 
pence per fingleG^IIon, at the firft Port of Delivery, with Allowance 
according A<51. 

AM it u further enabled by<the Authority afore faid, That the laid Plr ' f * ,0 *> 

»■' , J. 0 ar ' ln y as 11 refpefts the Price of Salt and Beef, be, and ™^ e< j ^ 
the lame is hereby repealed. * 

And it irfurther entiled by the /luilcr,n m'srnatJ, That if anv c 
IeUonlhall be guilty of the Breach of this Aft, in any Part thereof, 

' ii-idl be fubjeft to the fame Profecution, and on Conviction, to a A." 
t ie lame I ains and Penalties as in laid former A<ft is provided. 

An Ad to prevent the Currency of any Paner Bills 
in this State, except thofe emitted by this Af- 
fembly, or by Order of the United States. 

W U p R E A S tbit Affembly tit their Seffiom in Oftober lajl 
puffed tin Abl eflabltfhing the Currency of the Bills of Credit emitted „ 
by the United States of America, and thofe emitted by this Affembly , and Pr,anlh - 
made them a.egal Tender :n ail Payments within the fame : Which Bil’s 
together with the Si,her and Cold faffing w,th,n th.s State, afford’l 
ff’ent Medium of Trade ; and the Circulation of Paper Bills emitted 

hnZJn,/!. ° ‘ hi S ““ e lf S u nS ‘ Ural Tend ' nc y d'frtciau the Can- 
I mental is i lls. Which to prevent : 

B E cl7 t 'f uZ G rt. rn °, r ' Coun:i1 ' and Rrprefottdthes, in Genera! 
after Z fi fn ' ft h i. ^‘ hof “ y °f lke That from and 

fiiall- rrr '^ Ujy °p *777. no Perfon within this State P, "* J T fo L 

fitall receive any Paper Bills ,n Payment for any Article of Com- '"'b',? 8 P * 

merce or for any Debt or Demand whatfoeverf except the Bills emutd’bT 

mvin- d to y Tr' S V° r the f U , nit 2 1 Sratcs > on the Penalty of forfeiting and dm.or th. V. 
p. y n 0 to Treafury of the County in which fuch Payment Ihafl be 
made, a Sum not exceeding Fifty Pounds , and not 'lefs than Forty 
f ‘X' 35 , lh ''Circumftances of the Cafe (hall appear, to be detef 
prolecmed thC ^ whonl the Complaint 11,all be made and 

fcf. "ffiZ-TZ:- That whocvcr (hal1 profecute any Breach 
n .I . 1 , t<> before any Court proper to try the fame 

w Tk- Half of the Penalty mat (hall be fo reco- p ^ : , h 

vefed, with Juajuft C >lb, the other Half of the Penalty to be r aid d: '?° ' c ' 
into the County 1 realury where the Profecution Ihalf be made if 

0 lta,nCt ! H a tht C . oum 7 or Superior Courr; if Judgment 
obtain'd before a J Alice ol the Peace, then laid Half of laid Fee 

b ' f ,,Kl ,mi ’ 1 realu ry ^ rhe Town where faid Trial is had 
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ACTS AND LAWS, 

Made and palled by the General 
Court or^Aflembly of the fGover¬ 
nor and Company of the State of 
mncblicut , in America ; holdcn at 
Hartford , by Adjournment, and 
fpecial Order of the Governor, on 
the fixtli Day of January , Anno 


An A el lor aicertaining and declaring t lie Value 
oi the Debts due to certain particular Creditors 
of this State, and ior fupplying the State 
Trealury with hich Sums as /hall be nece/Tary 
/or the exigences or this Government, and to 
anfw. r certain Rccjuih ions of the United 
States and tor the ellabliihmcnt of public 
< rcdi:. 

I I ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ :t behoves raery- Government to render Jufitce 

as f it os p'Jju ly to every Member belonging thereto, and in a 
n: . penal .\ tanner to tho.e who have placed a particular Confidence Pred~.hU 
in their h.yv.ty : 'Tins Government coif den ng, that in the pregrefs of 
tl e pr< nu m ft cruel and cpprfj/ive War, the Bills of public Credit have y 
f :c. avoidable Accident become much depreciated ; from which Circum - 
fiance mne Doubts tnety poffibly arife in the Minds of the public Cre¬ 
ditors c j this State , that they may hereafter be obliged to receive their 
Pay according to the depreciated Value of the prejent Currency. 

Po prevent all mijapprehenjtons of this Nature ; 

B E it Er.alkd by the Governor , Council , and Representatives y 
in General Court affembled , and by the Authority of the fame. 

That the Notes executed and ilfurd by the Treafurer of r 
ah s State, by virtue of an A£t of this AfTembly palled in * 

Decembery 1776 , and the Bills of public Credit which hjw r»-d 
‘ ■ r a,*.- n loaned to this State in conllquence of an Ad of the 
‘ ’ • '- 1 AfTembly pafitd in May, 1777 -.and to c.onfequence gof 
S s h another 


✓fZ-vi f 7 & o 










V pS-fo 


A C S A N I) L A H'.S. 


Supplying the State Treafury, &c. 


4Q.OC0!. 
ordered tQ.be 


A Tel g *n- 
ted to dif- 
chtrje the 
lime. 


Th-ce Ttxei 
granted, each 
of 1 if. on the 
PcUfcd. 


another A 61 parted in February, 177d>; and a!fo the Bui-, of p^b] 
Credit which have been loaned as aforelaid in confecjuer.ee or 
A 61 palled by the General Aflembly in May, 1778, (Fail be v 
for, together with the Intereft, to the relpt-ftive Lenders, in (r< 

> or Silver, or in Bills of public Credit of this State, according c 
the full Value of the laid Bills or Ncf.es when they were loir, 
or lfiued as aforefaid. 

And to provide for the fpecial Kxicences of this Sr Me -■ ! 
other neceflary Vfts > 

Be it enabled by tie Authority aforefaid. That there dull f r. 
with be emitted upon the Faith and Credit of this State, / 
Thoufand Pounds, Lawful Money, in Bills of public Credit con* - 
put mg every Six Shillings of fuch Bills to be equal to one Staniffi 
milled Dollar, and to other Coins in that Proportion - which Bills 
rt.all be redeemable by the ffVft Day jjf March, r 784 'and Hull 

bear an Intereft to the Pofteftbr thereof, of five Pounds C .- 

per Annum, from the firft Day of March, 1780, until \hd UA 
I 1111c of their Redemption. 

., Th * t * Tax , bt and hereb y is granted upon the ['oils and rate 
able Eftate of the Inhabitant? of this State, on the 1 ft *: • 
ftiall be given in to the General AlTembly m the Year i r u ‘ , 
St* Pence on the Pound, to be paid in laid Bills or in Gold or 
bilvcr computing Spanijb milled Dollars and other Coin as afore- 

% b V he Diy 0t 7 * n ” ar J> >784 > and that the Tread: 

ot this State be, and he hereby is directed to iffue his W-n.i ■ 

this Aft A ' nS la ‘ d TaX ’ and ftaiI dl!char S e fa,d B lls according u 

Be it further enalled. That a Tax be, andWhy is Granted o 
the Polls and rateable Eftate of the Inhabitants o/this V ue 
abie mBd s emitted by the Congrefs of the United Stated ' 
5i f”gs, Lawful Money on the Pound, to be raid bv V 
firft Day of April next: And alib that another Tax be md her.' - 
■s granted on the Polls and rateable Eftate of the Inhabitants , 
this State, payable in Paid Bills emitted by Congrefs, of 1 ■ 
Millings on the Pound, payable by the firft Day of 7rev 
Both ot which laft mentioned Paxes ftiall he collected 
on the Lift given in to this Artcmbly, A. D. i —s. I h.ic ' 
ihcr 1 ax ol Twelve Shillings on the Pound) pavabie -u P V’ 
emitted by Congrefs, by the firft Day of l\\, : - ... . , Vt 

hereby is granted on the Polls and rateable Fi , t i \ 







I hat the afordaid Tax, payable the firft Day of November ne^f, 
ihall not re-iflue from the Trcafury, except by the ipegial Order Monie«r»ifrd 
01 the General Afiembly : And that thej>xe‘s granted by this b r M. T **«v 
payable the fiift Day of April next, and the Tax payable the difpofcd 
to ll Day of June, next, (hall bc^applied to defray the fcxpence.i 
1 1 1 ! /' Stare, and to anlwer the Ree uifitions of Congrels toward. 1 ! 

-nr t^uota of the ] .xpences of the United States. 

it flH+fier cnatied by the Authority cfor efaid, That there Om Millie* 
1 . “ e ^y‘J rowc d on the Fa th and Credit of this State, the. Sum PcunJs to b# 
>f Mi Lion Pounds, on Bilfs of the common Currency of the browed. 

States, which have already iflucd by Congrtfs, upon the 
tullowirig d erms. 

**^y 

I hat every Pcrfon who Ihall depofu for t.he uie of the State, 
m jjle 1 lands of the Trealurer or this S:ivt, any Sum in laid Bills 
fit the Unced Su: not lcl> than One Hundred and Eifhi\ Pound: 

Lawful Money, according to the nominal Value {hereof, fhall 
rev t .vc therefor from this State, ro the -amount of one thirtieth*^ 
p *i r (jf the Sum lb depofued, in Silver or Gold, computing Spanifh ^ 
nulled Dollars and other Coins as aforefaid, w.thin fix Years after <*he» 

Inch Sum fhall be depclhed as afordaid ; and Hull receive annually T<rma * 
on any Sum or Sums he Ihall depofh, according to tins Acf, an 
Imercfl of Six Pounds per Centum, per Annum, either in Gold op 
S;lver Coin, computed as afoielaid, or in Bills of public Credit of 
this State, not bearing an Inteicfl of Ids than Four Pounds per 
Cerium, per Annum , and regulated by the aforefaid Computation, 
and ictieemahle within S:ven Years after the lame fhall be emitted 
by an Ad of this or any future General Aifembly of this S&|e> 
f hat all Bills or the common Currency as-aforelaid, which fhall 
be bepofitul or loaned to this State agreeable to• this Ad, (lull 
be exempted turn any kind of T*x, until the Monies therefor 
Ihall be refunded and paid. That the Fiiith of this State be, and 
the lame is hereby plighted to fulfil the afordaid Engagement: 
and that leaionable Provifions fhall be made to dilcharge the fame. 

And whereas tree Pills of public Credit •which are ordered to be 
emitted by virtue of this API, are founded upon the moft indubitable 
' rtncip.es oj public Credit , ana ougiot to be regarded according v. 

Be it therefore enacled by the Authority aferefaid , That all Bills of 
public Credit which fhall be emitted by this Ad, fliall be received 
in Payment of all Salaries, Fees^ and Rewards for Services within 
this State, as the fame was eftabhfhed by Law in the Year 1774 ; Bills emitted 
and that no Quarter-Mafler, CommifTary, or other Perfon employ- by this Aft, 
rd to purchaic any Articles for the Army, Navy, or Troops erf *° he lectur'd 
this Starr, or to hire any Service on a public Account, fhall give S *|*[^** 
in hud Bills ordered to be emitted by this Ad, more therefor 1774* 
than the f/me could be purchafed, hired or engaged for were the 
C . - pu.v' ior in Gold or Silver as alorefaid, And if any Quartcr- 

Mafler, 







la Gold 
Silver, 


m Hi u, (Halt amount or me sums wnrcn ne in air expend in Violation offhr. 
i. Aft, and (hall alfo forfeit the Swm of One Hundred pfunds, m 

Bills of public Credit, which lha4H$e ifTuecl by th ; s Ad, or the 
like Sum in Gold or Silver as aforelaid ; to be recovered by B II, 
i J laint, or Information. ^ 

icherjas it is apprehended that then may /" pen! /• 1 - • 

P iliaitip&fia l ralters in this Stale, Arts under the Sind cf fdinidf*;, 
are by a dark, infidious, and detejlable Condufl, endea: curing u S'fat 
fiery public Meajure , betwever jujl and necejjary for tie ejtat■;,< nt 
of tbt Liberties of the Cgu fry \ incited b\ tl: e liS Metrics, ; ' - 
may endeavour, by offering exorbitant Prices :r. Odd or Si her. >• 
Bids ^ordered by this Act to be emitted, hr 1? tic Si and 
wanted for the Public, fo as to eccafion :n a v unncuffarv S.'.. 
the Prices of Things to rife , tt ub a 1’iezv to n: ire's the Put . 

j&r 

Be it therefore enabled h the Author u y afore Said, Th.it if anv 
Perlon with.n this State lha.l lb conduct” either bv otic rinj or 
giving exerffive and unnectlLry Prices for any Article or Srrv. c. 
either in Gold or Silver or in B IJs ordered :o be emitted bv th <■ 
Ad, or in any other Manner as /hull afford a reafonable Prod 
that Court who lhall have Cognizance of h is Offence, that 
Defign and Intention was to defeat in any Degree, the B mm 
which this State ought and has a right to expeft for the me - t 
their public Credit, as afoie'a d, every fuch Offender fhall, i • \i 
Convidion before that Court who (hall have legal cogninmr 
and trial of his Offence, be fentenetd to pay furh" Fine’as rh y 
fhall judge realonable, and he lhall alfo be irnprilbned for a 7 
not more than three Years. 


Penalty on 
Perfon* who 
give e«:efliv« 
Pr ces for Ar¬ 
tie e* or Ser¬ 
vice. 


And be it further enabled by the Authority aforefmd. That Jr' 
Hamlin, George IVyllys, Elifha Williams, John Cb<fer and Be; : 
Payne, Llq’s. be a Committee to caule laid Bills ordered to 
emitted by this Ad, to be imprinted, and that a*y two of them 
fign the fame ; which Bills fh. il confid of various Dcifominat . , 

from Nine Pence to f orty Shillings, according to the diffretionVf 
faid Committee : Which Bills, as faff as they are figned, ffall ^ 
by laid Committee delivered to the Treafurer of this State, who 
lhall give his Receipt therefor, and fhall from Time to Ti, * 
deliver out the fame as he fhall be ordered according to Law. 

And the faid Committee are alfo hereby direded to prepare a 
fufficient Number of luitable Bank Notes, properly indented 2 -l 
To met* ddivcr the famC t0 thc State Trfafurer > taking his Receipt :h-m- 
•ankNotei" for •» wh,ch Banb Notes be regularly filled up by the Trey 
furer, and figned by him, and fhall iffue and be delivered to in 
Perfons as lhall depofit or loan Bills of the common Currency, 
agreeably to this Aft. And when Payment of laid Bank Not- 
lhall be made according to this Art, fuch Payments lhall be n , : - 
*> the Poffeffori gf fuch Bank Notes. And the Trealurcr d 


Committee 

ippoinied. 


"Hicir Duty; 







344- Bilk of Credits Delinquency 


An Afor repealing-an Aft, entituled, An Aft 
for fuppdTting the Credit ana Currency < d 
the Bills of Credit, emitted and made .current 
by the Congreis of the United States of /l- 
mci'ica , and the Bills of public Credit of this 
State, and for the furtive: :mcc and promoting 
corAmutativc Jurticc. 


An Aft rc- 
pc»cJ. 


JOE it enabled by the Gcvernct\ - C c-unci f and Repreftntatived it:. 
General Court ajje mb led, and by tic 'Authority of the fame , Thai 
the laid Adt, entituled as aforelad, be, and the fame is hereby 
repealed, and made null and void. 


Be it further enabled by the Authority rfonfiid, That the 13:11 
Cnctirenu! of Credit heretofore emitted by the Authority ol Congreis or <*{ 
Currency &c. the General Alterably ol this State, ihall be a legal Tedder as 
I*** 5 1 en ' er * Money in all Payments within this S'.are, according to their current 
r'foj-rcn/ 0 Value, 1 aving regard as well to the d ime or making all Contracts 

\ ,'uc. as to the d ime of rendering Judgment j to which ail Courts 

within this State, in their relpcctive Juriidict ;om, are to conform 
themfelres. 

Provided never tbele/s , That the B 1U o* Credit heretofore emitted 
by the flatted States, lhal! remain a l.-gd Fender at the nominal 
Value, to anfwer all Debts clue from tne Inhabitants ol tins S ate 
\ Proviib. t0 Creditors in other States, until iuch Time as the State or 
States to which fuch Creditors belong, fhall make fimilar Laws to 
promote equal Jufticc. 


An Act for repealing an Aft of this AHemM: 
parted at their Sefiions in May Ad. D. j'-.-q, 
entituled, An Aft for Bating Fees, Fines an 
Penalties, for a limited Time 


/>/•; it Bind/ ted By the (he r>;. >\ ( m; . a‘ d Per 

/ i ir . 




/ 7<fc> 











ACTS AND LAWS, 

M adc and palled by the General 
Centre or AlTembly of the Gover¬ 
nor and Cbmpany of the State of 
Connecticut^ in America ; holden 
(by fpecial Order and Appoint¬ 
ment of his Excellency the Go¬ 
vernor) at Hartford , in faid State, 
on the fecondThurfday o iO£lober % 
Anno Domini, 1780. 


An Aft to afeertain the current Value of Conti¬ 
nental Bills of Credit in Spanifh milled Dollars, 
in this State, and of Contrafts made lor the 
Payment thereof, in the feveral Periods of its 
Depreciation. 

B E tt EnaMed by the Governor, Council, and Reprefentatives, in 
General Court ajjembled, and by the Authority of the fame y 
That all Conti ads made on or before the firlt Day of 
September, 1777, for Lawful Money, or Bills of Credit 
ot this State, or Continental Bills of Credit, (hall be 
deemed equal to the fame nominal Sum in Gold or Silver. 
That ail Contrads made between the firlt Day of September , 17*77, 
and the eighteenth Day of A larch, 1780, underltood or expreffed 
to be for the common Currency of the United States, or of this 
State, fhall be rated m Spanifh milled Dollars, or other Coins equi¬ 
valent, agreeable to the following Table, which fkews the Value of 
f ) r ie hundred Spanifh milled Dollars in Continental B.lls of Credit, 
• ir the fever.il lm.es therein expreffed, which is agreeable to the 
S ale adopted by Congrefs. 


Z 7 7 . 


Contract* 
made before 
iftbept .1777 
for Lawful 
Money, Sec. 

Contra&i 
made be¬ 
tween the 1 ft 

Sect. 1777. Se 
iS.b M> ch, 
1780, how 
rated. 










p 


ao 


acts and L a U' 


Stating Fees. 


1777, 


Dollars 

> 778 , 


Dollars 

1 “ 79 * 


D 

September 1 ft, 

100 

Augutt 

1 ft. 

348 

July 

. 4 , 

1 18 s 


1 5th, 

104 


> 5 ' h * 

370 


l 3 h, 

.548 

OClober 

nt, 

109 

1 September irt, 

400 

Auguf* 

1 t, 

1 < 31 


151b, 

»»5 


1 5 h, 

4 Z 9 


* 5 lh * 

« 7 C '9 

November itt, 

1 21 

Oftober 

itt, 

4.64 

September 

• it. 

1 Poo 


1 cih. 

127 


1 

500 


ir h » 

19 - 8 

December ih. 

. >33 

November 

1 it, 

S 4 i 

October 

ih. 

20 3 2 


1 5»h, 

'39 , 


15th, 

584 


15 th, 

2151 

t * 778 » 



December 

1*. 

$J 4 

November 

>•< 

2340 

January 

ift, 

146 


i 5 .h. 

6 79 


15 h. 

*433 


» 5 ‘ h # 

* S 2 

* 779 . 



1 December 

nt. 

2 597 

February 

1 ft. 

160 

Jaeuaey 

lit, 

74 2 


i S tb, 

2741 


1 cth, 

1.6? 


1 5 ih. 

796 

1780, 



March 

«*, 

*75 

February 

1S. 

868 

January 

1 ft, 

29 3 - 


1 5 h. 

186 


15th, 

93 2 


15 h, 

3115 

April 

ill. 

203 

March 

ift. 

1000 

February 

lit. 

3 3 3 3 


15 th, 

21 4 

1 

1 3 ; h» 

1048 


1 5'.h, 

4 3 > 3 3 

May 

1 ft. 

230 

April 

1 it, 

1104 

March 

itt. 

3 7 3 2 


15th, 

2 4 > 


I cth. 

1 . 36 


1 8.k, 

4 r : 00 

Juae 

nt, 

263 

May 

1 rt. 

1 2 i v 





15th, 

281 


1 3th, 

1272 




Jaly 

lit, 

303 

Jane 

1 tt, 

'341 





15*, 

33 2 


1 5 h. 

1404 





before the 
i Sch March 
latt, how dis¬ 
charged. 


And be it further enabled by the Authority afore faid , That ail 
Contracts made on or before the eighteenth Day of March laff, 
may be dilcharged by paying the juft Value ef the Currency 
contracted for, as afeertained by this Aft, in Silver or Gold, or in 
Bills of Credit of the United States, at the current E xchange at 
the Time of Payment. And that the aforefaid Scale be the Rule 
in all Courts of Law, and in the Committee of Pay-Table, lor 
fettling the rate of Depreciation, in all Contracts as aforefaid. 


An Ad for dating Fees, for a limited Time 

TJ/'H E R E A S by reafen of the present Prices for Labour 
the neceffanes of Life , the Fees of the legtJLut~ \ executive 
other Civil Officers m this State y are inadequate to their l 
inefficient fer their Support. 

B E it enaUed by the Governor , Council , and Repr: : knu. 
General Court ajjembkd , and by the Authority •' :lr . I 







"l ti« rime for 
icc v«>i g 
& v,k Debii, 
Ac. f>lolo«f- 
*d. 


When the 8 

C u-: cannot 
convcn.cntljr 
be h. 'den at 
the Time *p- 
poif ted, the 
khentf ta«y 
agj :m the 
fimt. 


An AQ. re- 
pneled. 


relar 


-vuns of 77 ~ in conli jering and de t-rm, 
ive to the afbrcliid P-ragtaph in che Act c f I 
laid, (Pi^ 11 expu ge «v d txHud die Time that ha 
during t c pielent W ^ r > «*no Ilia’ll n t tif ^ « ,i,^ .. 5 

up any Part of thrt'imc of L : mtanon in hid Pu-igraphs idrrred 
to ; any I'hmg therein contained to ne contrary no: with (landing. 


ill Matters 
[ion afore** 
s or may rl - pic 
hr accounted as making 


An Aft in addition to, and in alteriLon of an 
Ad, cntituled, An Ad tor conilituting and 


regulating Courts, and appointing the Times 


Yr' u,l,, 'b 
and Places for holding the lame. 


B E it enalledby the Governor, Council, and Reprefcntatives, in Gc - 
rural Court affembied, and by (h? Author tty oj the jarne, 1 hat 
when it fha.ll lb happen that the Superior C u t cannot conveni¬ 
ently be holden at the Time appointed lor holding the fair e, (he 
Sheriff of the County may, and he is hereby fulK author zrd anci 
impowered, upon receiving a written 1) reel ion under the 11 -nds 
of three of the Judges ot laid Cour,, to adj .urn laid Con t to 
fuch other Time as fin ill be by them appointed to he holden within 
(aid County according to Law, or to continue the Caules depen¬ 
ding before faid Court, to the next Term •, which fhall be good 
and effectual in Law : And all Parties concerned in laid Court, 
are to take Notice thereof accordingly. 


An Aft for repealing an Aft parted at the General 
Affembly of this State, at their Sellions in Ja¬ 
nuary i 780, enabling that the Bills of Credit 
heretofore emitted by the 
grefs, See. fhall be a 


Authority of Con 


legal Tender, Sc 


c* 


W 


H E R E A S the longer continuance of faid Aft in Force, can 
be of r.o public Uje and Benefit. 


B 


E it therefore enabled by the Governor, Council , and Reprefenta - 
lives, in General Court afjembled , and by the Authority of the fume. 
That the laid Act above referred to be, and the lame is hereby 
repealed and made null and void. 


NEW-.LONDON: 

Printed an<i fold by Timotht Green, Printer to thr 
GOVERNOR and COMPANY. M,dcc,lxxx u 













C T S AND L A IV S. 


Debts due to certain Creditors of the State, &c. 575 


An Aft for repealing a cei tain Paragraph of an Aft 
cntituled, r n Aft Cr afeertaining and declaring 
the Value of the Debts due to certain particular 
Creditors of this State and for fupplying the 
State Treafury with fuch Sums as (hall be ne- 
ccfTary for the exigencies of this (Government, 
and to anivver certain Requilitions of the United 
States, and for cftablifhment of public Credit. 


By which Paragraph it is enabled, That all Bills cf public Credit , Pr^gnpa of 
emitted by the a'ere!aid Act, Jhould be received in Payment of all Sal - ,n 'tin- 
aries. Fees, and Rewards for Serv ces within this State, as the fame U Fee ' J 
was eft Mfeed by Law , in the 2 'ear 177 4 , &c. 


F)E it enabled by the Governor , Council , and Reprefentativ-es, in Ge- repealed.. 

nealVourt afjymbled, and by the Authority cf the fame. That the 
iforelaid Paragraph, and every Part thereoi be, and the fame is 
hereby repealed, and made null and void. 


An Aft appointing a Brand for Horfes, in the 
Town of JVatertc^n, 

J P is Ordered and Ena fled by tils Affembly, That the Brind for 

Horfes t >r the 1 own ot iVatertown , ihall be the following Fi- es ,0 

X ’ ^ >/ -./r/Krf, 

. 


B.i;J 'of 


N F \V - L O N D O N : 







Made and paflcd by the Generate 
Court or Aflembly of the Govern¬ 
or and Company of the State of 
ConneElicut , holden at Hartford, in 
ftid State, (by fpccial Order of his 
Excellency the Governor) on the 
fecond Thurfday of Oftober , Anno 
| Domini , 1782. 

An Ad for regulating the refpedive Courts in 
rendering Judgment for the recovery of Debts 
on Contrads in lorne fpecial Cafes, and dired- 
ing the Mode of Proceedings therein. 

R REAS the Bills of Credit of tbefe L'hited States, emitted by 
Order of Congre/s, have greatly depreciated in their Value, occafi- 
oned by fome unforejeen Events taking Place. And whereas fundry 
Debtors have endeavoured to dtfeharge their jujl Debts by tendering a 
Sum in the Bills aforefaid in their depreciated State, of lefs Value than 
the value of the Sum in which they became indebted, which has been 
refujed by the Creditor ; by reafon whereof great Di/putes have anjen 
emd the one Party or the other liable to Puffer Injujhce by a Pina con- 
flruAwn of the Laws of this State relative thereto. 

Therefore, purfuant to* a Refolve of thefe United States, pa (Ted in 
Congrels on the twentieth of March , 1780 : 

B E It Enabled by the Governor , Council, and Reprefentdtives i* 
Z.f* tr r Ccurl “flpsbled, and by the Authority of the.fame. 
That in all Aa.dns brought before any of the Supenour 
or County Courts in this State reither by original Writ, 

, p Ap P ea J.’ or ' Vm of Error), for the recovery of any Debt 
p“'°T B ° nd ’ N«e, or Book Accounr, contrafted before or on the 
AA;«„ h Ul5 L° f janujr l’' '7*o, and where the Defendant in fuch 
D nf m' the i777»and the 18th 

tsf hrrA arC l I7 i°’ mac ^ e * J cndry of a Sum in Continental Bills 
1 j j t0 ‘. he , Credltor or Creditors in fatisfaflion of the Debt 
I c”?*r df , d ’ * nd _ the Creditor refuled the fame; then and in every 
k U the 1 Court before whom fuch Aftion may be brought, 
are hereby authorized to d.reS fuch Caufc to be heard and derer- 
mtaea by reference thereof to indifferent Perfons, to be mutually 


An in ns 
brought i.ir 
the recov ery 
ofdebts con¬ 
tused on or 
before 
Jan i-So, 
where tend- 
ry h .s been 
made.— to . 
be determi¬ 
ne! by the 
rules o( e 
quity- 






ERIC P. NEWMAN NUMISMATIC EDUCATION SOCIETY 

6450 Cecil Avenue, St. Louis, Missouri 63105 


January 26, 1981 


Mr. Robert W. Julian 



Dear Bob; 


I am enclosing an lnterllneated copy of your article which 
I believe is really interesting. Accept or reject ny suggestions as 
you choose. As far as the title is concerned, you will note that I 
have now changed the date to ”1780 or 1781" because we do not know 
what date might be proper for the unknown issue. I would surmise that 
it was printed In Philadelphia in 1780 and set aside rather than printed 
in 1781 when it was sent out. In any event, it should bear the 1780 
date on it6 face. I do not believe the guaranty by the national govern¬ 
ment was of any value In 1781 and would have harmed the issue rather than 
benefited it. It would be normal to print this issue as soon as the other 
states had been taken care of and before the printing forms were scrapped. 
The 1780 date would be placed on the face of the note designating the date 
that the Enabling Act in Connecticut was passed. You may want to add 
some comments on the question of dating after studying the guaranteed issues 
of other states a little more. 

It was a pleasure to try to be of help. 

Sincerely, 


Eric P. Newman 


jah 


Enel 



February 20, 1981 


Mr. Eric P. Newman 
6450 Cecil Avenue 
St. Louis, MO 63105 

Dear Eric: 

Today I was able finally to finish off the manuscript for 
the Numismatist and it is in the mail. I wish to express my 
sincere thanks for your aid in this project and I hope that this 
small footnote to history will be of value to future researchers. 

It will be nessessaryffor you to give permission to use a few 
illustrations from the second edition of your book on the early 
currency. If this were sent directly to Neil Harris it would save 
time rather than going through me. On the other hand perhaps he 
already some kind of blanket authorization for use of such photos. 


Sincerely 



R.W. Julian 




ERIC P. NEWMAN NUMISMATIC EDUCATION SOCIETY 

6450 Cecil Avenue, St. Louis, Missouri 63105 


February 24, 1981 


Mr, Neil Harris, Editor 
The Numismatist 
P. 0. Box 2366 
Colorado Springs, CO 80901 

Dear Neil: 


Any pictures which Robert W. Julian wants to use in his article, 
and which were published in any book of mine, you may feel free to use. 

A by-line of some kind might be appropriate. 


Sincerely, 


Eric P. Newman 


jah 



March 12, 1984 


Mr. Thomas Stainton 
Madely, Penn Road 
Beaconsfield, Bucks. HP9 2LW 
England 

Dear Mr. Stainton: 

Your letter of the 18th November has, after some wandering, 
found its way to my desk. I have gone through all the materials 
on hand and must admit that nothing whatsoever has been found. 
However, there is a very serious doubt in my mind that the Milton 
work would have been meant for anyone in the United States in 1788. 

Trade with England had revived by the late 1780’s, but artistic 
commissions would hardly have been in order. They were of course 
possible but I would think that it would not have been until the 
mid-1790’s that such work might have been executed. 

St. George and the Dragon, although not on the regular British 
coinage until after 1815, would nevertheless have been known to the 
educated class in this country during the 1780’s. In view of the 
recent lengthy War for Independence I find it inconceivable that 
any person in this country, let alone an official body, would have 
ordered a seal with that kind of central device. 

The official seal of the United States had been executed in 
this country, probably by Robert Scot, in the early 1780’s and 
is the same today, discounting a natural evolution of style. The 
use of English on the Milton seal is rather suspect also since 
Latin would have been more in order had the seal been for some 
official body in the U.S. 

Another point is the English legend. It is more suited to 
the Loyalist (pro-British) cause than the party of Independence. 

In fact, were I to speculate on this, it would be that some Loyalist 
group had ordered it for some unknown purpose. There was a large 
colony of American Loyalists living in London at this period and it 1° 
perhaps there that the solution ought to be sought. There were 
other groups in Canada, but the wealthy ones had gone to London. 

Should the date prove to be prior to 1780 there would be some 
chance that it was ordered by a Loyalist group in Phildelphia or 
New York, the main centers of pro-British strength. Southern 
Loyalists were more scattered and less numerous. 

Hoping that my comments and speculations will be of some small 
value, I remain 






A MODEST PROPOSAL 



The core of this idea is the creation by The Congress of a 
commission to oversee the issuance of commemorative coins and 
banknotes. The commission would be composed of about twelve 
persons, to come from history, numismatic, banking, and artistic 
communities. 

The commission for commemoratives would decide upon the event 
to be honored and the denominations to be issued. At that point 
the recommendations would be submitted, to an overview committee, 
consisting, for example, of the majority and minority leaders of 
both Houses of Congress as well as the Secretary of the Treasury. 

The overview committee would have sixty days to veto a proposal. 

Once the review hurdle is passed, the commission would then be 
free to hold art contests to choose the best designs. Cash prizes 
would be awarded for the adopted works. The commission has the 
authority to determine the number of pieces to be issued as well as 
the manner and timing of distribution. 

Pattern coins could be issued, but nor notes. Such patterns 
must be clearly marked and would be available to collectors only 
through SDecial channels. 

Gommemoratives would retain legal tender status regardless of 
the way in which issued. They would be struck or printed only 
during a calendar year period and all pieces found in the banks 
after the beginning of the new year would be withdrawn from circu¬ 
lation for destruction; the amounts would be recorded as a balance 
against profits for a fiscal year. The calling in of an issue at 
the end of the year, as well as the retention of legal tender status, 
are key points of the entire proposal. These are necessary for the 
profit which will accrue to the Treasury. The public will not save 
such pieces unless the system is in effect and well understood. 

Liberal prizes are to be offered to the winning artists - whose 
entries are to be judged in conjunction with the Fine Arts Commission 
as is done at present for the regular coinage. Reasonable cash prizes 
should also be awarded to a fair number of losing entrants in order 
to encourage further participation. (The striking of patterns will 
also help in this area.) Winners .and near-winners should be widely 
publicized in order to create additional public awareness. 

Commission members would not receive a salary but would be 
reimbursed for expenses. A paid executive secretary would be 
required to handle routine matters. 

The commission would have the authority to experiment with the 
coinage and banknotes. For coinage this might mean being allowed 
to use lettered edges (as was done prior to 1837) on certain 
denominations so that the mandantory mottoes could be on the edge 
of the coin rather than the faces; this would allow more freedom 
to the artist. For banknotes this might take the form of increased 
color or some anti-counterfeiting device. The physical attributes 
of the coinage (diameter, weight, and metallic omposition) should 
not be altered nor the size of the paper money. 
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Benefits 


1. Considerable sums to the Treasury. Amounts are difficult to 
estimate but a well-run program is capable of producing $150 
to $250 million in an average year. The administrative costs 
ought to be under one-half million in the same period. 

2. Pride in American history and ideals would be encouraged. To 
avoid controversy no event or person within the last twenty-five 

years should be honored. 

3. Large numbers of new collectors will enter the hobby; as a result 
of this there will be increased collecting of the regular issues 
and thus an increased profit to the Treasury here also. 

4. The issuance of coromemoratives at face value will enable all to 
collect who wish to do so. 

5. It is a tax (seignorage) already in place and which has been 
used by governments for over twenty-four centuries. 

6. There would be a positive image of America directed abroad and 

a flow of funds from foreign countries to pay for the commemorative 
coins and banknotes. 

7. Cent shortage? Simply require that for the first two weeks a 
new commemorative is available at the banks that cents have to 

be brought in for exchange. Large numbers would come out of hiding. 

8. Collectors would have the chance to purchase pattern coins for 
the first time since 1873. 

9. A relatively simple program to operate - quite possibly the lowest 
cost to profit ratio of any Federal revenue raising program. 

10. No disruption of the regular currency since the commemoratives 
would enter circulation only to a limited extent. 

11. The chance for experimentation on coins and banknotes. 

12. Designs on coins and banknotes would be freed from some restraints; 
for example, facing portraits could be used on the coinage 

due to the small amount of wear that would be received in limited 
circulation. 

13. Coins and banknotes would be possible that are strictly meant 

as numismatic commemoratives. The Gobrecht dollar will have its 
150th anniversary in 1986 and the Greenback its 125th birthday 
in 1987. 

Counterarguments 

1. Counterfeiting of the special issues will not be a problem due 
to limited circulation. In fact the issuance of a commemorative 
series would encourage people to look more closely at all their 
coins and currency, thus adding to the protection of the regular 
issues. 
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2. Some laws would need to be altered and some new ones enacted 
but there would be little real difficulty in this -area. The 
government already makes a large profit from seigribrage on the 
coinage and paper money and the proposed system wofcld simply 
add to that profit in much the same manner as present. 

3. There are no technical reasons to bar the use of coins and 
banknotes as commemoratives. Both have been used as such by 
foreign countries. 

4. The argument that the post office is a private corporation and 

can therefore have a private commission to choose the commemorative 
stamps to be issued - while the Treasury is public and therefore 
cannot - is simply not true. The post office has been issuing 
large numbers of commemorative stamps at a profit and doing so 
decades before it became ’’private.” 







June 26, 1984 


Mr, Richard Doty 

The American Numismatic Society 

Broadway at 155th Street 

New York, NY 10032 

Dear Mr. Dotys 

In early May I contacted Eric Newman with respect to an 
article for the November/Deceraber conference on early copper 
coinage. By accident I failed to contact you and did not realize^ 
the oversight until this past week. At any rate the enclosed artiftbe 
is sent in the hope that it will be of some value at the conference. 

The material sent does not really present any new or startling 
interpretations of the period but is rather meant to show one of 
the Boulton shipments in some detail. The more complicated 
material has been put in sections at the end of the article. I 
might note that since all the information*! was from archival 
material footnotes were not used. 

A xerox copy is enclosed for your convenience. 



cc: Eric Newman 



THE BOULTON GENT PLANCHET DELIVERY OF JULY 1801 


by R.W. Julian 

When the Philadelphia Mint began cent coinage in February 
1793 there were difficulties in assuring a steady supply of 
copper. From late in 1792 Mint Director David Rittenhouse had 
decided that the best way of accomplishing this was to import 
sheet copper of the proper thickness from abroad. Merchants 
were used as middlemen so that the risk would not fall on the 
government. 

Throughout the rest of 1793 and 1794 this policy of importing 
sheet copper was continued; the copper was normally of the proper 
guage so that cent planchets could be cut out directly without 
having to roll the copper. Once the planchets had been produced, 
however, clippings remained, which were in turn melted and then 
rolled out to the proper thickness. Blanks were now punched out 
from this new sheet copper. 

The above process was part of an endless chain with some of 
the copper being melted over and over again plus a constant infusion 
of new clippings. Flaws in the arrangement included an irregular 
supply of sheet copper and the constant wear on the fragile rollers 
which tended towards frequent breakdowns. Half cent coinage 
depended upon Mint-rolled copper since the imported sheet was 
usually of cent thickness only. 

In December 1794 the last delivery of coined cents was made 
for the year and Mint workmen then abandoned copper coinage for 
the next several months. The rationale was that the heavy silver 
coinage of early 1795 did not allow for the coinage of copper; the 
gold strikings which began in July 1795 gave added reason for not 
resuming the copper coinage. 



Towards the latter part of 1795 there were two small copper 
coinages in which scrap copper on hand was melted and rolled down 
for cent and half cent blanks. This was so hard on the rollers, 
however, that very little was done at that time. 

The second of these small coinages came under the auspices of 
Mint Director Elias Boudinot, in office since late October 1795. 

The new director, an energetic and intelligent officer, was 
determined to solve the Mint's copper supply problem. It was to 
be a long and difficult process. 

In the early part of 1796 Boudinot wrote Matthew Boulton, the 
well-known English private coiner and manufacturer, in an effort 
to find a steady supply of well-made sheet copper. Boulton, whose 
factory was at Soho, near Birmingham, replied that he was unable to 
send any copper for the time being - due to other and pressing 
commitments - but did suggest that the Philadelphia Mint have 
planchets manufactured for it rather than sheet copper. 

Meanwhile the Mint resumed coinage of cents and half cents at 
the end of 1795 and continued at a strong pace well into the new 
year using the same system for copper supplies that was in effect 
for 1793 and 1794. By the spring of 1796 the rollers were in such 
poor condition that Boudinot was forced to restrict their use by the 
coiner to gold and silver ingots. The clippings remaining after 
punching out the blanks were now sold as scrap to local coppersmiths. 

To obtain a steady supply of copper Boudinot now turned to 
William Coltman of the Governor & Company of Copper Miners in 
England, an English firm with an agent in Philadelphia. Coltman 
agreed to ship sheet copper - plus a small proportion of the order 
in ready-made cent planchets - and did so, the shipment arriving in 
Philadelphia during the month of October 1796. The director was not 



at all pleased with the results of this order. 

The Coltman sheet copper was very poorly manufactured and had 
to be re-rolled before it could be used while the planchets sent 
were of an inferior quality which required cleaning in many cases 
before they could be struck. Nevertheless, it was the only copper 
on hand and the Coltman shipment was used for coinage in late 1796 
and early 1797. The scrap copper was again mostly sold, though 
some of it was used as alloy for the precious metal coinage. 

In early 1797 Boudinot again tried to make a business arrangement 
with Matthew Boulton and this time partially succeeded. The 
negotiations were aided by Samuel Bayard, a relative of Boudinot’s 
and the American Claims Commissioner in England. Bayard pressed 
Boulton for a shipment of cent planchets and at last was successful 
though only four tons, less than 400,000 blanks, were agreed to 
at first. Because of the small amount obtained from Boulton, Bayard 
later contracted with Governor & Company for an additional four 
tons of planchets; the latter cost £11 more per ton than those of 
Boulton, but there was an urgent need for blanks, regardless of source. 

Delivery of both English shipments came in the latter part of 
1797 and the director was able to compare their quality. That of 
Governor & Company was just as poor as in 1796 while Boulton's was 
ideal for the coining press. Boudinot wrote Coltman a stinging 
letter about the imperfections of his planchets and from this point 
in time, until after the War of 1812, the Boulton firm was to 
supply all. the ready-made copper cent and half cent blanks used 
for United States coinage. 

From 1798 to 1800 there was a reasonably steady supply of 
copper cent planchets - as well as one delivery of half cent blanks - 
though there were occasional periods when the Mint was out of Boulton 
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copper; in late September 1800, however, the supply of cent blanks 
became exhausted. The coiner then turned to the half cent planchets 
on hand but these too were all turned into coin by the end of the year. 
As of mid-December 1800 the Mint was out of planchets entirely. 

Boulton obtained his copper from Wales with it first being 
smelted near the mines before being shipped by canal to Birmingham 
but the winter of 1800-1801 had been a severe one and the canals 
had frozen for an extended period, delaying regular barge traffic. 

On top of this, however, the English coiner was short of ready funds 
to purchase the raw copper since he had nearly^10,000 sterling tied 
up in Norway and Denmark and feared its loss due to the war then 
raging in Europe. 

Director Boudinot grew increasingly impatient at the delay 
since workmen were idle and there was no copper coinage to distribute. 
He wrote several times during the winter asking Boulton to ship the 
copper planchets as soon as was possible. On January 31, 1801, 

Boulton wrote that he hoped to ship 20 or 30 tons of them in the 
spring, indicating that copper had fallen a bit in price; this letter 
was received in Philadelphia towards the end of April. 

By early in May, therefore, the director was convinced that 
Boulton would ship planchets shortly or would not do so at all. 

o 

On May 11 a bill of exchange for £4000 was purchased in Philadelphia 
and sent to the American Minister in London, Rufus King, for 
transmission to Soho. King was asked not to transfer the bill until 
he was certain that Boulton had actually shipped the copper blanks. 

In March 1801 Boulton was at last able to prepare two separate 
shipments of planchets, each ten tons in weight. The first of these 
had been finished in late February while the second was not ready 
until around March 20. These were dispatched to the Liverpool docks 


for loading on a ship bound for Philadelphia but, as luck would have 
it, they were both loaded on the same vessel, the Swanwick - commanded 
by R. Kirkbride. There was another delay after this since the ship 
continued to load cargo for several weeks after the second Boulton 
shipment of planchets had been brought aboard. Available records 
do not indicate the date of sailing from Liverpool but it seems to 
have been in late April or early May. 

Captain Kirkbride docked at Philadelphia on July 11 and saw to 
it that letters entrusted to him were promptly delivered; at that 
point the director became aware that a shipment of planchets was 
awaiting him on the Swanwick. Some of the copper planchets had 
been on board the ship for nearly four and one-half months. 

The 1.9 million cent blanks were unloaded from the ship as 
soon as possible though normally shipments of this type were used 
as ballast and it would have required several days to unload cargo 
blocking access to this section of the vessel. Laborers were hired 
to haul the 430 pound kegs - each containing about 17,500 blanks - 
from the wharf to the Mint for the sum of nine cents per cask. The 
exact date of hauling is not known but all 109 casks and one box 
were safely inside the Mint by July 24, less than two weeks after 
docking. There was then a delay of several days before cent coinage 
actually resumed with these fresh blanks. The first coins to leave 
the Mint did so on August 17, 1801, though coinage certainly began 
well before that date, perhaps as early as early as Monday, August 10. 
The reason for the delay in commencing coinage is not known. 

It is interesting to note that the July 1801 shipment was not 
formally brought to the coiner’s department until September 18 
although a large number of cents - in excess of 200,000 pieces - 
had already left the Mint. September 18 was thus a bookkeeping 

but was possibly the date upon \diich the last of the kegs 





was weighed. There were 44,950 pounds 13 ounces entered onto the 
record, exactly 28 pounds (one ‘quarter' in the old reckoning) less 
than that invoiced by Boulton. 

Once coinage did begin, however, it proceeded at a very strong 
pace throughout the rest of 1801 and well into 1802. This copper 
coinage was distributed very rapidly to waiting banks and merchants. 
Under normal conditions, and using the single cent press as always, 
Mint workmen could produce about 13,000 cents per day, which meant 
something on the order of about one coin every three seconds. This 
average includes the occasional down time for changing dies, but it 
is unlikely that this took more than a few minutes. 

When the last delivery of coined cents from the July 1801 
planchet shipment was made on February 16, 1802, the Treasurer of 
the Mint, Benjamin Rush, was able to determine that this delivery 
by Boulton had contained a considerable number of blanks above that 
called for by the weight. There ought to have been about 1,872,950 
cent planchets but the coiner had delivered 1,910,437 pieces and 
there were yet on hand about 8,250 misstruck cents. There were 
thus more than 47,000 excess planchets in the shipment by count as 
compared to the number called for by weight. 

The excess number was credited in the Mint books as an 
overplusage while a deficient number would have been marked as an 
underplusage . Overplusages were rather rare, underplusages were 
not, calling forth frequent remarks to Boulton on being careful 
about the average weight of ready-made blanks. An overplusage, 
within limits since the pieces could not be too light, increased 
Mint profit on copper coinage. 

Economy-minded Mint officials did not waste the roughly 8,250 
misstruck cents that had accumulated in the nearly seven months of 
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coining this shipment. In August 1802 the coiner was given these 
pieces for further use. They were rolled down to the correct 
thickness and then half cent blanks were punched from the rolled-down 
cents. The planchets were then fed into the coining press and 
8,200 pieces delivered by the coiner to the treasurer for public 
distribution. The remaining clippings were used by the melter and 
refiner as alloy for the coinage of the precious metals; it was the 
end of the July 1801 shipment. 

Records kept by the Mint enable us to determine several 
interesting points about the July 1801 shipment. First of all, since 
there was an overplusage, the average weight of the cent planchets 
had to be under the legal 168 grain standard. Calculations show 
that these weighed an average of just under 164 grains while the 
misstruck pieces averaged only about 161 grains. It may well be 
that pieces which were too light tended to jam in the coining press 
and thereby caused misstriking. The overall misstriking rate was 
under one-half of one per cent. 

In late 1801 the Mint had received a second shipment of planchets 
from Matthew Boulton and these were laid aside awaiting exhaustion 
of the July 1801 delivery. On February 20, 1802, the coiner 
receipted for 56,041 pounds of copper cent planchets, containing 
2.3 million pieces. All were coined by October 4, 1802. Elias 
Boudinot had achieved his aim. 

APPENDIX 

I. The Bill of Exchange 

On May 9, 1801, James Yard purchased a £4000 bill of exchange 
from Alexander Baring payable to Sir Francis Baring in London. Yard, 
acting as agent for the Mint, then sold the bill to the government 
for $16,800, equivalent to sterling @ 157-§- (/l = $4.20). Par was 
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166 2/3 = $4.44 4/9) based on the fictional value of sterling 

at $2.66 2/3. The par value of ^4000 @ 166 2/3 was $17,777.77, 
giving a paper profit to the Mint of $977.77. 

II. Cost of Cent Planchets 


Mills/ 

Item Sterling Dollars * Planchet ** 


Cake (raw) copper @/ > 146/ton 
Rolling, annealing, milling, and 

2,929.16.OOf- 

$13,021.45 

6.96 

cutting out @ 27/- per cwt 

541. 16.03^ 

2,408.07 

1.29 

109 casks and 1 box 

14.12.00 

64.89 

.03 

Liverpool duty and customs 

84.19.10 

377.74 

.20 

Insurance premium 

157.18.04 

701.85 

.37 

Commission and policy 

14.03.00 

62.89 

.03 

Subtotal (paid to Boulton) 

/ 3,743.06.00 

$16,636.89 

8.88 

Shipping - Baker & Comegys 


154.92 

.08 

Misc.*** 


21.37 

.01 

Total 


$16,813.18 

8.98 


* fcl = $4.44 4/9 

** Mills/planchet calculated at the theoretical number of blanks 
(1,872,950). 10 Mills equal one cent. 

*** Customs (37b), porterage ($10.00), and postage on letters to 
Boulton ($11.00). 

Note: adjustments have been made in this table compared to 

Boulton*s original bill of £ 3,745,09.03 due to 28 pounds 
of copper invoiced but not received by the Mint. 


III. Disposition of Cent Planchets 
Received from Boulton in July 1801: ca. 1,918,687 blanks. 
Used for coinage: 
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Date of Delivery 

Warrent Number 

Number of Cents 

September 29, 1801 

20 

505,000 

October 21 

21 

223,000 

November 5 

22 

161,000 

December 8 

23 

301,913 

December 30 

24 

171,924 

January 16, 1802 

25 

209,000 

February 16 

26 

338,600 

Total 


1,910,437 


Half cents made from misstruck cents: August 14, 1802 - 8200 pieces 
Clippings to melter and refiner: August 14, 1802 


Recapitulation (avoirdupois): 

44,760.87 lbs. 
98.40 lbs. 
91.54 lbs. 
44,950.81 lbs. 


1,910,437 cents 
8,200 half cents 

clippings 

Total - July 1801 delivery 


IV. Profit and Loss 

Cost of copper: $16,813.18 Cents: $19,104.37 

Half cents: 41.00 

Clippings: 34.24 

Total: $19,179.61 

Gross profit: $2,366.43 

Gross profit included the following: wages and salaries 

materials 

dies 

costs of distribution 
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Sources: (rg 104, National Archives) 

Coiner’s Copper Account with the Treasurer, 1796-1837 

Coiner’s Copper Book, 1796-1803 

Boulton Letters, 1796-1838 

Director's Letter Book, 1795-1824 

Waste Book, Volume I, 1794-1802 

Treasurer’s Account Book, 1794-1826 

Register of Warrants, 1792-1817 

General Correspondence, 1792-1802 

Bullion Ledger A, 1794-1802 



ERIC P. NEWMAN NUMISMATIC EDUCATION SOCIETY 


6450 Cecil Avenue, St. Louis, Missouri 63105 


July 6, 1984 


Mr. Robert W. Julian 



Dear Bob: 

Thank you for the copy of your fine article. I would like to see a 
little different title indicating a broader time period and the avoidance 
of a specific delivery date. Could we say U. S. Mint Copper Planchet Sources 
1793-1802, or something to that effect? 

Would it be possible for you to include in your footnotes reference to 
previous articles you and any others might have written on this subject, 
as the only references you list are those of the official sources. 

Again, many thanks for your cooperation. 


Sincerely, 


Eric P. Newman 
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THE HALF CENT COINAGES OF 1831-1835 

by R.W. Ju1ian 

Over- the past several decades the complaint has -frequently been made that a certain coin is 
much more rare (or common) than the mintage -figures show and there-fore the -figures are wrong. 
Almost invariably it turns out that the original -figures are indeed correct and that other 
reasons are responsible -for the seeming inconsistency. With the hal-f cent mintage -figures o-f 
the 1830s no such excuse is possible, since the Mint itsel-f issued incorrect annual figures. 

Proper understanding of the half cent coinage of the 1830s begins with the early years of 
the nineteenth century when the Mint was struggling to provide a circulating copper coinage. 
The half cent, unlike the cent, was always a difficult denomination to vend to the public after 
1805 and from 1809 there was positive resistance on the part of banks and merchants to take 
them at all. The Mint normally was able to distribute half cents after 1809 only when they 
were out of cents. 

By 1811 matters had reached an impasse when the mint ran out of cent planchets (both cent 
and half cent blanks were imported from the Boulton firm of England) and had only half cents on 
hand. Due to the strong need for copper coin, banks did accept the half cents but made it clear 
that they did not want any more. 

Dr. Samuel Moore became Director in mid-1824, replacing Robert Patterson - who had served 
since 1805, and immediately began to make changes in Mint policies. One such change 
introduced was striking half cents again, for the first time since 1811. Moore ordered ten tons 
of planchets (1.9 million) from Boulton and coinage commenced in December 1825. Despite the 
optimistic start, none of the half cents was distributed until after March 1826. 

The coinage of half cents from 1826 through 1329 proceeded fitfully as demand was erratic. 
In 1826 some 129,000 half cents left the Mint while in 1327 but 64,000 were vended. This rose 
to 149,000 in 1823 and 148,000 in 1829. The number distributed in 1830, however, fell to 
92,000. There was an amazing recovery in 1831# with 336,000 half cents leaving the Mint. 
Known figures after 1331 are fragmentary. 

One of the problems with mintage figures of the 1330s is the 'reform' introduced by Dr. 
Moore at the end of 1829. Annual reports would now no longer reflect the number of coins 
formally delivered by Chief Coiner Adam Eckfeldt but rather those actually struck during a 
given year. There was no problem with silver or gold coinage since these coins were delivered 
soon after being struck in order to pay off depositors, but there was no such urgency with 
copper coins. 

The 900,000 half cents on hand at the end of 1829 was a rather large hoard, considering that 
only 532,000 had been distributed from 1825 through 1830; Dr. Moore now called a temporary 
halt to the coinage. Towards the end of 1830 came a change that was to have some interesting 
consequences for the half cent coinage. In the late 1820s Chief Engraver William Kneass, 
together with Dr. Moore, began to introduce changes to the faces of the coins. This was 
connected to a change in the minting technique itself and is best seen along the periphery of 
the faces. Instead of lines radiating out from a center point, the edge is now plain, with a row 
of beads or dots. 

Kneass engraved dies for the half cent dated 1831 and asked Chief Coiner Eckfeldt to make a 
proper test of the revised design; 2,200 half cents were struck in 1831, according to Moore's 
annual report, but this coinage was never officially delivered, at least not in 1831 or 1832. For 
the time being, the 1331 half cents were kept by the Coiner, but requests for a new half cent 
were honored; such requests would have been made by numismatists and an occasional parent 
wanting a coin for a Christmas stocking. These requests, plus a few saved by Mint officials, 
would have been the source of the known non-proof specimens. 

At the end of 1831, the Mint officially had on hand some 472,000 half cents, not including 
the ephemeral 1831 coinage of 2,200 pieces. Yet sometime towards the latter part of 1832, Dr. 
Moore ordered the resumption of coinage. Although the number vended in 1832 is not clearly 
known (but seems to have been less than 100,000 pieces) there was, on the surface, no reason 
whatsoever to resume minting this little-used coin. 

The reason for resuming coinage was based on a rather strange decision to melt the bulk of 
the old (pre-1830) half cents on hand and replace them with pieces struck using the revised 
design of 1831. Melting of half cents, as alloy for gold and silver coinage, began in 1830, but 
did not really get underway until mid-1332. By June 1333 the Melter & Refiner had used 
160,186 struck half cents, mostly dating from 1828 and 1829. (233,342 planchets from the 
Boulton shipment of 1825 had already been melted for alloy by the end of 1329.) 







Although coinage resumed in 1832, Dr. Moore did not follow his policy of reporting how many 
had been struck, leading to the belief that coinage may not have resumed until late December 

1832. Coinage continued fitfully into 1833 and was finally accounted for on June 19, 1833, when 
the coiner was credited with delivering 154,000 half cents by director's warrant #133. 

It is interesting to note that a document, in the Mint archives, under date of June 19, 1833, 
specifically says that the coinage delivered that day (154,000 half cents) was struck in 1832 and 

1833. This document, which has been published by Breen, does not mention the issue of 1831 at 
all, leading to the conclusion that almost the entire half cent coinage of 1831 was melted for 
alloy. 

Given the resumption of coinage in late 1832, one might assume that by June 1833 most, if 
not all, of the pre-1330 half cent coinage had either been vended to banks and merchants or 
melted for the precious metals coinage. This was not the case, however, as half cents of 1829 
were still being shipped from the Mint in the latter part of 1833. It is thereby probable that 
the 160,186 pieces melted from 1830 through 1833 were the worst-looking pieces. Coiner's 
records nowhere mention the tiny coinage of 1831 half cents and it is highly likely that most of 
them were included by error with the struck pieces of 1828-1829 melted for alloy. 

Apparently demand was strong enough for the half cent in the latter part of 1333 that Dr. 
Moore needed to write Matthew R. Boulton to ask for five tons of additional planchets. In his 
letter of August 20, 1833, Moore indicated that the chief coiner had specifically asked that the 
milling on the planchets be made "stronger," although this would contract the diameter a little. 
This was necessary because the 1325 planchets had not struck up well in 1832 and 1833 with the 
new die design of 1831. The "stronger" milling would have meant a thicker rim before striking, 
which would have taken the revised die rims much better than the planchets of 1825. This in 
turn meant that the entire design struck up better. 

Boulton first obtained the usual Welsh ingot copper and brought it to his manufactory for 
the necessary operations including rolling, cutting, and milling. The planchets were then 
carefully cleaned and packed into kegs for shipping. In late January 1834, workmen took the 29 
casks of half cent blanks to Liverpool, where they were loaded on the Napier ; it sailed for 
America on January 31. Arriving at the Philadelphia docks in less than two months, the kegs 
were unloaded on March 29. 

Once the five tons of planchets were received at the Mint, one would think that coinage 
would commence. However, according to official records, the planchets were even not sent to 
the coining rooms by the Treasurer of the Mint until sometime in the second quarter of 1835, 
long after their receipt at the Mint. Yet, in the annual report for 1834 issued by Director 
Moore, we find the inexplicable figure of 120,000 half cents being struck. 

It is true that Mint coinages of copper on rare occasion began before the copper was 
officially transferred to the Coiner, but this normally was a matter of days and never, except 
in this one case, in different years. The more usual case was for coinage to leave the Mint 
before it was reported as being struck, but this was a mere bookkeeping convention in use for 
many years. What, then, are we to make of the 120,000 reported coined? 

Years ago, someone decided that the 120,000 figure for 1834 was actually that of 1833 and 
numismatists began to use this figure. It did make sense since coins of 1832 clearly existed in 
quantity and the Mint report for 1832 was silent on the subject. The researchers then moved 
the published figure for 1833, which actually covered 1332 and 1833, to just 1832. 

The 120,000 figure seems to represent the number of half cents struck in 1334 though this 
conflicts with later evidence. That they were not delivered in 1834 does show that demand was 
low in that year. The only distribution record found for this year indicates 42,000 pieces being 
shipped in the second quarter. The last half of 1833 had seen 189,000 being vended, which 
included a number of pieces dated 1829. The fragmentary records dealing with shipments of 
half cents after 1831 do not allow us the luxury of definitive statements but the 1829s were 
probably gone by the end of 1833 or early in 1834. 

Regardless of the true number of half cents coined in 1834, coinage certainly resumed in 
1835 in heavily increased quantities. Just why is not clear, since there was little or no 
demand. It is true that we do not have distribution records for 1835 or 1836, but as there were 
452,500 on hand in January 1837, more than a year after coinage had ended, we are justified in 
assuming that the coinage of 1835 was made with little demand in sight. 

The number of half cents actually struck in 1335 (allowing the figure of 120,000 for 1834 to 
stand) is 419,000. Even here, however, there is still confusion. In mid-1835 Dr. Samuel Moore 
resigned as director and was replaced by Dr. Robert M. Patterson, who brought some fresh 




ideas of accounting to the Mint# including the idea that coinage and delivery should reflect the 
date of actual mintage. 

Yet, even in his first annual report Director Patterson did a very strange act by not 
reporting all the half cents delivered by Chief Coiner Eckfeldt on the final day of the year. 
Warrant #143 reported 539,000 half cents brought to the Treasurer ready for public 
distribution; Curiously, Patterson did not report what his own signed warrant had said, but 
instead indicated 141,000 half cents for 1835. 

The 141,000 figure has been interpreted in the past to mean that this many had been struck 
in 1834. This assumption was made in the belief that the 120,000 reported for 1834 had been 
meant for 1833 instead. Because we now know that the latter is incorrect, we are faced with 
two figures for 1834: 120,000 and 141,000. 

For his 1836 Mint report, Dr .Patterson finally reported the missing 398,000 pieces from 
warrant #143. Present thinking is that all 398,000 pieces were dated 1835 and that figure is 
given in the Redbook along with the other erroneous figures from years past. There is always 
the odd possibility that Patterson held over the 398,000 half cents for reporting in order to 
inflate the number of coins struck in his own first full year of the directorship in 1836. 

That 398,000 half cents were struck from just one obverse die in 1835 seems well beyond 
normal use for an obverse die of this period and throws open the whole question of mintage 
figures in 1834 and 1835. It is the opinion of this writer that part of the 398,000 pieces ought 
to be assigned to an 1834 obverse die but the known records do not give us any clue for a 
breakdown. 

With the reporting of 398,000 half cents for 1836 we come to the end of a very confusing 
period of mintage reports. After 1836 there are no more lapses in the annual reports and Dr. 
Patterson went to great pains to impress upon branch Mint officials after 1837 that reports 
must be accurate and coinage struck by dies bearing the current date. 

It will be clear to the reader that this paper has not solved all the questions concerning 
half cent coinage of 1831-1835, but rather has presented the known facts and eliminated many 
fallacies. In the future research may take the road of measuring half cent diameters in order 
to determine if the dies of 1833 were used on planchets delivered in 1834. There should be a 
detectable difference in the diameters. 

Another avenue of research would be a detailed census of surviving examples of 1832-1835 
to find a possible pattern of mintage that varies from, or agrees with, figures in this article. 
Breen, in his superb work on United States half cents, for example, estimates that half cents of 
1832 are seen less than half as often as those of 1833. Does this then mean that about 50,000 
half cents bearing the 1832 date were produced? Does it seem likely that nearly 400,000 half 
cents would be struck from the 1835 obverse die? These questions are left to future 
researchers. 



HALF CENTS 

OF 1831- 

1 835 

YEAR 

MINT REPORT 

REDBOOK 

COINER"S WAF 

1831 

2,200 

2,200 

_ 

1832 

- 

154,000 

_ 

1 833 

154,000 

120,000 

154,000 

1 834 

120,000 

141,000 

_ 

1 835 

141,000 

398,000 

541,000 

1836 

398,000 

- 

- 

TOTALS 

815,200 

815,200 

693,000 


Sources: 


Walter Breeds Encycl opedia of United States Half Cents 1793-1857 . American Institute of 
Numismatic Research, 1984. 

The National Archives. RG 104 and 217. 
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ERIC P. NEWMAN NUMISMATIC EDUCATION SOCIETY 

6450 Cecil Avenue, St. Louis, Missouri 63105 


March 3, 1986 


Mr. Robert W. Julian 



Dear Bob: 

Your article "The Half Cent Coinages of 1831-1835" is most interesting 
and highlights the confusion. I suggest changing the word "edge" to 
"border" at the end of the 7th paragraph in accordance with the enclosed. 

I also enclose a comment about a British law authorizing the export of 
coining machinery to the United States. Do you know what this is? It 
should make an interesting write-up. I am enclosing my source of information 
which is from a sales catalogue of a book dealer. 


Kindest^regards, 




ERIC P. NEWMAN NUMISMATIC EDUCATION SOCIETY 


6450 Cecil Avenue , St. Louis, Missouri 63105 


September 4, 1986 


Mr. Robert W. Julian 



Dear Bob: 

It was very thoughtful for you to telephone to congratulate me on the 
Numismatic Hall of Fame. I do appreciate it. 

Sincerely, 


Eric P. Newman 


jah 




ERIC P. NEWMAN NUMISMATIC EDUCATION SOCIETY 

6450 Cecil Avenue, St. Louis, Missouri 63105 


December 30,1986 


Mr. Robert W. Julian 



Dear Bob: 

Happy New Year! There is enclosed a token of my respect for your work. 
Do not associate the 5 cent denomination with the value of your work. 

If you have it already, then send it back for my collection. 

Sincerely, 


Eric P. Newman 


jah 


Enel. 





January 12, 1987 


Dear Eric: 

Your letter of December 30 was received with thanks several days ago but a 
press of school matters - we are at the end of the semester - has delayed a 
response until now. The token is very much appreciated and I did not know that it 
existed. It makes a welcome addition to my small collection of tokens associated 
with this area. 

I do not yet know for certain who O.H. Porter was, but I believe the token was 
issued for the old Porter Drug store at Fourth and Broadway. I was in this store 
(which by then had moved one block to Fourth and Market) many times in the 1950s 
and may well have seen O.H. Porter himself when there. They had a very large 
soda fountain, with all the trimmings, and I believe that the token was issued for 
this. Tokens were of course long gone by the time that I was a teen-age 
customer, but it certainly brings back memories from long ago. The building 
housing the store burned in a very large fire of, I think, 1965. There is still a 
Porter Drug store but whether it is operated by the same family or not I do not 
yet know. A friend of mine worked for the Porters years ago and as soon as I see 
him I will find out. 

Please accept my sincere thanks for this piece. 


Sincerely 



R.W. Julian 


N.B. There is a coincidence connected with your sending this token. For the last 
year and a half I have been working on a lengthy article - of about 30 pages - for 
Coin World on the history of the nickel. The first part was sent in just a day or 
two before the token arrived! 






February 22, 1990 


Dear Eric: 


When I called the other night I neglected to mention one project that I am trying to 
complete: the house next door. Since August I have been attempting to purchase this 
structure (which requires a great deal of work) in order to turn it into an office/library 
combination. My coin books are all out but I have thousands of other books which are 
very difficult to use at present. There is an old tax lien on the place which has to be 
cleared up first. At any rate, one of these days I hope to have all of my books and 
papers out for ready use! 

I thank you in advance for the latest edition of the paper money catalogue; I think I 
have a good idea of the incredible number of hours that must have gone into such a 


work. 



What I am looking for in the way of iine engravings (from Snelling ^cr Pembroke if 
convenient) is as follows: ; ^ 

1) Any U.S. colonial pieces, including Pine Tree, Somer Islands, Maryland, etc. 

2) Roman coins of the first two centuries of our era, especially sestertii. There is 
nothing particular in mind, I am am just looking for a good selection of coins from the 
different emperors. 

3) The following from Low on Hard Times Tokens (if he used photographs they will be 
of no value and should not be copied): 

Low 12 (Constitution), 

Low 17-19 (Illustrious predecessor) any one of these 
Low 53-64 (Webster) any one of these 
Low 112 (Crossman/NY) 

Low 127 (Phalon/NY) 

Low 133-138 (Smith/NY) any one of these 
Low 273-274 (Ruggles/NY) either of these 
Low 300 (Adams/Boston) 

Most of the above are meant for short (1000-2000 words) articles that would appear in 
sundry places, especially CQINaqe . The idea is to acquaint beginning collectors (and 
older ones as well) with certain series of coinage or tokens that would be interesting 
areas to collect. 

I enclose with this letter the essay I did for the ANA Centennial volume and which 
covers the period 1814-1816. There really is little in the new or startling, but I 
covered the period as thoroughly as possible. I did go into the coinage of copper in 
1814 rather more carefully due to the errors that have crept in over the years. There 
was of course coinage of cents in December 1815 using dies of 1816, but I had published 
all of this years ago. 


Sim-’ 



i 








To: Robert W. Julian August 25, 1999 

From: Eric P. Newman 


It was great seeing you in Chicago. 

To help you on the Breen writings I call your attention to his 
price guide for Mass silver included in the Quarterman publication 
of Noe's Silver Coinage of Massachusetts. 

You also should include his research assistance in The 
Fantastic 1804 Dollar . 

Thank you for the CW 1987 item about 1913 nickels. How do we 
know there were Liberty head dies? I thought the change of design 
was determined much earlier. The CW article is very vague. Stella 
Hachel probably destroyed her records for a reason and the reason 
may be that no legitimate 1913 Liberty head nickel dies were in the 
records. I wish Taxay were available. Bowers in his new book says 
Nagy was also in on the beginning of the 1913 Liberty head matter. 


My best 




ERIC P. NEWMAN NUMISMATIC EDUCATION SOCIETY 


6450 Cent Avenue, St Louis, Missouri 63105 
September 26 s 2008 


Mr. Robert W. Julian 



Dear Bob: 


On 9/20/08 you wrote me about the book by Dean Albanese entitled King of Eagles and sent me 
a copy of the present draft of 65 pages. You had previously asked me by telephone if I would 
write a Foreword. As you know, I have always tried to be helpful in numismatic research and 
writing of others 

I immediately read the draft and thank you for sending it to me. I realize how much work has 
gone into its preparation. I understand that further clarifications and changes will be made by 
others so I did not do much on such matters. I realize there were no footnotes but instead an 
extensive bibliography. This work is a summary of personal business accomplishments and 
many sections of numismatic history. It seems intended to have an appeal to a very broad 
section of readers beyond those interested in numismatics and should develop an enlarged 
interest in numismatics. 


The decision I have to make is whether it has sufficient new numismatic significance as that is 
my guideline for any requested Foreword. My feeling is that there is not quite enough. 

Nonetheless I want to suggest content comments as follows: 


There might be added throughout “1804 dated” to “Plain-4 Proof Eagle” for 
clarification of the various ways the coin description is used. 


p. 5, paragraph 1: 
p. 9, paragraph 1, 
line 1: 


p. 9, paragraph 3, 
line 2: 


Eliminate the $ sign as it is repetitive when “dollars” is used. 

Substitute “could be” for “was” and substitute “might be” for 
“become.” I know of no examples of clipping or counterfeiting 
on NE coinage in that period. 

Substitute “near” for “around” as the edge is the outside reeded 
edge. You might use “perimeter” instead of “edge.” 


I 'd 28*6 -°N 
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Mr. Robert W. Julian 
September 26,2008 
Page 2 


p. 12, paragraph 3, 

lines 2&3: This language follows an error I made in my 1990 paper money 
book and has been corrected in my coming 2008 edition. 

Substitute “due to a lack of small change had” for “even.” 

Substitute “before it knew of them” for “as a substitute.” 

I apologize for the inaccuracy. 

p. 12, paragraph 7, 

line 1: Remove “20” and put in “twenty”. This will avoid confusion in 

running numbers together. 

p. 14, line 1: “value fluctuated” should be eliminated and substitute “copper 

content was far below the standard of the authorized cent.” 

p. 15, paragraph 1, 

line 2&3: Insert “coinage” in place of “coin” in two places. 

p. 15, paragraph 4, 

line 3: Add after “the” the words “State of New York or.” 

p.18, paragraph 8, 

line 5: Substitute “Eastern” instead of “Western” or use “Turkey in Asia.” 

P-42, 

lines 1&2: The term “now in use” was specifically used in the wording of the 
order as your existing quoted text stated. The subsequent wording 
referring to it should be clarified. 

P- ^4: The Bass-Dannreuther book on early U.S. gold is omitted. This must 

be cited. 

P- 65: “Newman, Eric P., United States Fugio etc. “has the “Niles” item 

on the same line. Separate them by using another line. 

p. ? I think it is important to include somewhere that there are 200 reeds 

on the edge of the 1804 dated plain 4 eagles and there are 126 reeds 
on the normal 1804 crosslet 4 eagles. 

I sincerely hope I have been helpful and thank you for offering me this opportunity. 

I presume you should send a copy of this letter to Dean Albanese and thank him for giving me 
the opportunity. 


My best to you, 


i -d im °n 
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ERIC P, NEWMAN NUMISMATIC EDUCATION SOCIETY 


6450 CecifAvenue, St, Laws, Missouri 63105 
September 2008 


Mr. Robert W. Julian 
1003 Riverside Drive 
Logan sport, IN 46947 

Dear Bob: 

On 9/20/08 you wrote me about the book by Dean Albanese entitled King of Eagles and sent me 
a copy of the present draft of 65 pages. You had previously asked me by telephone if I would 
write a Foreword. As you know, I have always tried to be helpful in numismatic research and 
writing of others, 

I immediately read the draft and thank you for sending it to me. I realize how much work has 
gone into its preparation. I understand that further clarifications and changes will be made by 
others so I did not do much on such matters. I realize there were no footnotes but instead an 
extensive bibliography. This work is a summary of personal business accomplishments and 
many sections of numismatic history. It seems intended to have an appeal to a very broad 
section of readers beyond those interested in numismatics and should develop an enlarged 
interest in numismatics. 

The decision I have to make is whether it has sufficient new numi smat ic significance as that is 
my guideline for any requested Foreword. My feeling is that there is not quite enough. 

Nonetheless I want to suggest content comments as follows: 

There might be added throughout “1804 dated” to “Plain-4 Proof Eagle” for 
clarification of the various ways the coin description is used. 

p. 5, paragraph 1: Eliminate the $ sign as it is repetitive when “dollars” is used, 
p. 9, paragraph 1, 

line 1 Substitute “could be” for “was” and substitute “might be” for 

“become.” I know of no examples of clipping or counterfeiting 
on NE coinage in that period. 

p. 9, paragraph 3, 

line 2: Substitute “near” for “around” as the edge is the outside reeded 

edge. You might use “perimeter” instead of “edge.” 
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No. 9481 P. 2 


Mr. Robert W. Julian 
September^, 2008 
Page 2 


p. 12, paragraph 3, 

lines 2&3: This language follows an error I made in my 1990 paper money 
book and has been corrected in my coming 2008 edition. 
Substitute “due to a lack of small change had” for “even.” 
Substitute “before it knew of them” for “as a substitute.” 

I apologize for the inaccuracy. 

p. 12, paragraph 7, 

line 1: Remove “20” and put in “twenty”. This will avoid confusion in 

running numbers together. 

p. 14, line 1: 'Value fluctuated” should be eliminated and substitute “copper 

content was far below the standard of the authorized cent” 


p. 15, paragraph 1, f 

line 2.*-f 3 ‘ Uocs^ 25<£3 insert “coinage” in place of “coin” in two places, 
p. 15, paragraph 4, 

line 3: Add after “the” the words “State of New York or.” 

p.18, paragraph 8, 

line 5: Substitute “Eastern” instead of “Western” or use “Turkey in Asia.” 

p.42, 

lines 1 &2: The term‘‘now in use” was specially usedjinthewording of the 

order as &textpreViously stated. Theei^^gwording should be 


p 64: 
p. 65: 


clarified. ^ 

The Bass-Dannreuther book on U.S. gold is omitted. This must be 
cited. 


“Newman, Eric P., United States 


?*«**«, “1 


etc. “has the “Niles” item 


on the same line. Separate them by using another line. 


I think it is important to include somewhere that there are 200 reeds on the edge of the 1804 
dated plain 4 eagles and there ae 126 reeds on the normal 1804 crosslet 4 eagles. 


I sincerely hope I have been helpful and thank you for offering me this apportunity. 

I presume you should send a copy of this letter to Dean Albanese and thank him for giving me 
the opportunity. 


My best to you, 




ERIC P. NEWMAN NUMISMATIC EDUCATION SOCIETY 


6450 CeciCJlvenue, St Louis, Missouri 63105 


Mr. Robert W. Julian 
1003 Riverside Drive 
Logansport, IN 46947 

Dear Bob: 


September 25,2008 


y ^ 


On 9/20/08 you wrote me about the book b/Dean Albanese entitled King of Eagles and sent me 
a copy of the present draft of 65 pages. /You had previously asked me by telephone if I would 
write a Foreword. As you know, I havjalways tried to be helpful in numismatic research and 
writing of others. /v 


I immediately read the draft and thank you for sending it to me. I realize how much work has 
gone into its preparation. I understand that further clarifications and changes will be made by 
others so I did not do cmAfA. __ on such matters. I realize there were no footnotes but 




instead an extensive bibliography. This work is a summary of persona^ccomplishments ci'id. 

many sections of numismatic analytw mid history. It seems intended to 
have an appeal to a very broadsectjonof readers beyond those interested in numismatics 


The decision I aBUo make is whether it hasSfficie 


guideline for 6nfTorewor< 


My feeling is that there is 

Nonetheless I want to suggest content comments as follows: 




- f might be added throughout “1804 dated” to “Plain-4 Proof Eagle’ 
/The various ways the^escription is used. 


I is 
tot enough. 

v. 

<* * 


p. 5, paragraph 1: 
p. 9, paragraphic 

f / 

p. 9, paragraph 3, 
line 2: ' 

p. 12, paragraph 3 
line?2&3: 

A 


Eliminate the $ sign as it is repetitiveMJo^v ^ vuulJ^. 

Substitute “could be” for “was” and substitute “might be” for 
“become.” I know of no examples of clipping or counterfeiting 
on NE coinage in that period. 

Substitute “near” for “around” the edge is the outside 
edge. You might use “perimeter” instead of “edge.” 

This language follows an error I made in my ^ ^ ^ 'paper money 
book and has been corrected in my coming 2008 edition. 

Substitute “due to a lack of small change had” for “even.” 


i d uh °n 
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Mr. Robert W. Julian 


September 25,2008 
Page 2 


p. 12, paragraph 1. 
line 1: 


p. Inline 1: 


Substitute “before it knew of them” 
I apologize for the inaccuracy. 


of j 


'as a substitute.” 


Remove “20” and put in “twenty”. This will avoid confusion in 
iT/iwvw^ numbers together. 

“value fluctuated” should be eliminated and substitute “copper 
content was far below the standard of the authorized cent.” 
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